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tion, Mr. Jordan; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks- Beach) . 

Rovat Courts or Jusrice—Tae Bar Lisrary—Execrrie Licntine—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Pickersgill ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Plunket) : 

Post Orrick—Mxnrcat Srarr, Geverat Post Orrice—Dr. Fretp—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Pickersgill; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 

Suppry—Post OFrice EstiwaTes—CLerks 1x THE Savinos Bank Depart- 
MENT—Question, Mr. Pickersgill; Answer, The Postmaster General 
(Mr. Raikes) . 

Prisons Acr—Sivr or TRE CLERKENWELL Prisons — Question, Captain 
Penton; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Matthews) 

Army—OnAkGES AGAINST THE ORDNANCE DeParrMent—Questions, Mr. E. 
Robertson ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. 
Smith) 

Epvcation Derartuent—Penstons ro TracnErs—Questions, Mr. Conway ; 
Answers, The Vice President of the Council (Sir Henry Holland) . 

Irish Lanp Commisston—Returns—Question, Mr. Parnell ; Answer, ‘The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 

Law and JustTIcE (IrELaND)—THE BarBAVILLA Prisoners —Question, Mr. 
Tuite; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) 

AcricutturaL LABourErs (ScorLanD)—APPOINTMENT OF A Commisstox — 
Question, Dr. Clark; Answer, The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour) 

Pustic Busivess—Commirrer or Surrty—Incorrecr Entry ry Vorrs— 
Questions, Mr. Sexton ; Answers, Mr. Speaker 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


_——_ 


SUPPLY—constdered in Committee—Crviz Service Estrmates— 
(In the Committee. ) 


Crass II.—Sanaries AND ExprensEs oF Civyit DEPARTMENTS. 


(1.) £3,707, to complete the sum for Friendly Societies Registry. 

(2.) £10,111, to complete the sum for Land Commissioners for England.—After 
short debate, Vote agreed to 

(3.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £175,956, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board, including 


various Grants in Aid of Local ‘Taxation ”’ at 
Moved, “That a sum, not exceeding £159,456, be granted, &e.,’ »’—(Mr. Arthur 
O’ Connor :)—After debate, Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question again proposed . oe 


Moved, “That a sum, not eheostthiiy £175,656, be opal, &e. (Me. Dilion :)— 
After debate, Question put, and agreed to. 

(4.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £6,239, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3!st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners in Lunacy 
in England”’ ‘ oe ua 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £239, be granted, &e.,""—(Mr. Molloy :)—After 
debate, Question put :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 67, Noes 123; Majority 56. 
—(Div. List, No. 19.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(5-) £29,081, to complete the sum for the Mint, preneten eeiten | — After Ho, 
Vote agreed to 
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Surrty—Crvm Service Estrmates—Committee—continued. 
(6.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £5,796, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1887, for the Salaries on Expenses of the National Debt Office "’ “a 

Moved, “That a sum, not exceeding £5,296, be granted, &c., (Sir George 
Campbell : -)—After debate, Question put : —The Committee divided ; Ay es 73, Noes 
139; Majority 66.—(Div. List, No. 20.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(7.) Motion made, and Question proposed, *‘ That a sum, not exceeding £25,303, he 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of Maath 
1887, connected with the Patents, Designs, and 'I'rade Marks Act” : 
After debate, Moved, ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £24,903, be granted, &c.,”"’— 
(Mr. Alexander Blane : ‘)—-Question put, and negatived. 

Original Question again proposed .. aY ee 
After short debate, Original Question put, and agr cod to. 

(8.) £11,190, to complete the sum for the Paymaster General's Office. 

(9-) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £4,014, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Establishments under the Public 
Works Loan Commissioners ” ° ‘ 

After short debate, Question put, and agreed to. 

(10.) £8,326, to complete the sum for the Record Office. 

(11.) £22,211, to complete the sum for the Registrar (teneral’s Office, England. 

(12.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That a sum, not exceeding £241,424, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1887, for Stationery, Printing, and Paper, Binding, and Printed Books 
for the several Departments of Government in England, Scotland, and Ireland, 
and some Dependencies, and for the two Houses of Parliament, and for the Sala- 
ries and Expenses of the Establishment of the Stationery Office, and the cost of 
Stationery Office Publications, and of the Gazette Offices; and for sundry 
Miscellaneous Services, ws a Grant in Aid of the publication of Parlia- 
mentary Debates’”’ ° 

After debate, Moved, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £236,274, be. granted, &e.,"— 
(Mr. Labouchere :)—After further short debate, Question put : —'lhe Cetmnltton 
divided ; Ayes 30, Noes 176; Majority 146.—(Div. List, No. 21.) 

Original Question again proposed .. ee ‘ 

After short debate, Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £10,043, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty's Woods, Forests, 
and Land Revenues, and of the Office of Land Revenue Records and {nrolments”’ 

Moved, ‘That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave to sit again,’’— 
(Mr. Dillon :)—After short debate, Question put, and agreed to. 

Resolutions to be reported upon J/onday next; Committee also report 

Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Svuprpty—Rerort—Resolutions | 9th September] reported .. 
Resolutions 1 to 15, inclusive, agreed to. 
Resolution 16 read a second time. 


Moved, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Re- 
solution,” —(J/r. Jackson :)—After short debate, Question put:—The 
House divided ; Ayes 129, Noes 50; Majority 79.—(Div. List, No. 22.) 


Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry Bill [Bill 35 |— 
Order for Committee read :— Moved, ‘‘ That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair,”—(Sir Michael Hicks-Leach) .. “t “a 
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Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry Bill—continued. , 
After short debate, Question put, and agreed to :—Bill considered in Com- 
mittee. 
Moved, ‘‘That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave to sit 
again,” —( Sir Michael Hicks- Beach :)—Question put, and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


MOTIONS. 


0. 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—Ordered (Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Jackson) , pre- 
sented, and read the first time [Bill 46] ee ee As 








Tenants Relief (Ireland) Bill—Ordered (Mr. Parnell, Mr. Sexton, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
T. P. O'Connor, Mr. Pinkerton, Mr. Mahony); pvesented, and read the first time 


[Bill 47) “ sm a i 
[2.0.} 


LORDS, MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 13. 


Secret Service (Repeal) Bill (No. 15)— 
Moved, ‘* That the Bill be now read 2°,” —( 7%e Marquess of Salisbury) 
Motion ayreed to:— Bill read 2 accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. [ 4.30. } 


COMMONS, MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 13. 
QUESTIONS. 


—_——?0 





Law anp JUSTICE (InELAND)—Covurt or Banxruproy—Mkr. C. H. James, 
LATE OrrictaL AssicNeEE—Question, Mr. P. M‘Donald; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) 

Lasovurers (IrELanD) Act —Stico Unton—Inquiry UNDER THE Act—Ques- 
tion, Mr. P. M Donald ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland = 
Michael Hicks-Beach) ; 

Tae Hicu Covurr or Justice—Rerurys or Cosr anp Recerrs vor THE 
SEVERAL Drvistons—Questions, Mr. Tomlinson; Answers, The Necre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) - i 

Lanp Pourcuase (Iretanp) Act, 1885, Sec. 23 — Purcuasers or GLEBE 
Lanps—Question, Mr. M. J. Kenny ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) ae 

Mipianp Great Western Rattway (IrELAND )—Poor HARVESTMEN —Ques- 
tion, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien; Answer, The Secretary to the Board of 
Trade (Baron Henry De Worms) 

War Orrice—Tse First Army Corrs—Question, Major ‘General Golds- 
worthy ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. Smith) 

Law anv Justice (ENGLAND anp Wates)—TxHe Maaisrrares or Dartrorp 
—StverE Senrences—Question, Mr. Shirley ; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) , ve 

Exctse Department—Iutanp Revenve Orricers—-Question, Mr. Tom- 
linson ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) 

Laxzovurers (IrnELAND) Act—Tue Kitmatitock Guarpians—Inquiry UNDER 
THE Act—Question, Mr. Finucane; Answer, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 

Lunacy Laws—Lezcistarion—Question, Mr. Ww. J. Corbet ; Answer, The- 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) wi 
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Rattways (IRELAND)—Parsonsrown anp Porrumna Brivcze Ramway— 
Questions, Mr. Harris; Answers, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Jackson) 

Inp1a (Nortu-Wesr Provinces )—Navat Att Ku as—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John 
Gorst 7: 

THe. a PLayFarr Scuemz—Question, Sir Guyer Hunter; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 


Royat Iris ConstasvLary—Disrrict Inspector Trr~ty—Question, Mr. 
Cox ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) 

Epucation Devartwent—Tux Lonpon Scuoo. Boarv—SaLe oF Laxp— 
Question, Mr. Buxton; Answer, The Vice President of the Council (Sir 
Henry Holland) : 

Fisuery Prers anp Harsours (Trex. .xD)—GREYsToNES Harvour—Ques- 
tion, Mr. W. J. Corbet ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Jackson) : 

Piers and Harszours (IneLanpD)—ARKLOw Harzour Works—Question, 
Mr. W. J. Corbet; Answer, The Secretary to the FFOMAORE (Mr. 
Jackson) : ee 

Orme anp Ovrrace (IreLanp)-—Ruors AT “RavHrRILAND, Co. Dowrn— 
Question, Mr. H. Campbell ; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Holmes) 

PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (IRELAND) —Pouune Packs IN THE Norra 
Monacuan Diviston—Question, Mr. P. O’Brien ; Answer, The Attorney 
General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) 

Army (Inp14)—Tue Troops ar Querra—Question, Sir George Campbell ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir Joh. Gorst) 

Post OrricE—TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH Aiecchinex Qube 
Sir Samuel Wilson; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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Tuite, Mr. 'T. D. Sullivan, Mr. Sexton ; Answers, The earns General 
for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) 
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Question, Mr. Cox; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks-Beach) : 
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Mr. Cox; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) . 
Irntsh Riere Crvss (Betrast, &¢.)—Fmine Pracrice —Questions, Mr. 

Sexton; Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. Smith) 
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Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) , 
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Question, Mr. P. O’Brien; Answer, The een 4 General for Ireland 

(Mr. Holmes) 
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Inp1a—TaE Crviz Service—Tue Commirree or Inquiry—Question, Sir 
Roper Lethbridge; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India 
(Sir John Gorst) wy 

FisHery Prers and Harsovurs (Irecanp) —Carracn Pier, Kirrvsn—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Jordan; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Holmes) 

Crime and Ovrrace (Inetanp)—Tue Riots at BrLrast—CoMPEnsaTIon 
ror DamaGEe To THE Royat Hospita.—Questions, Mr. Sexton; An- 
swers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill), 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 

Cuwawnet Frsnertres—Fisnertes Recotation, 1843—Derextion or Eno- 
LisH Fisainc Smacks ar Havre—Question, Mr. Round; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir James Fergusson) .. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SUPPLY—considered in Committee—Crivit Service EstimaTtes— 
(In the Committee. ) 


Crass IJ.—Sanarres anp Expenses or Crvit. DEPARTMENTS. 


1.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £10,043, be 

granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, ant of the Office of Land Revenue Records 
and Inrolments ” 

After debate, Moved, “That a sum, not exceeding ‘£6, 043, be granted &e.,’ (Mr. 
Claney :)— After further debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed . ae 

Moved, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £8, 043, be quate. &e.,”’"—( Mr. Clanzy :)— 
Question put:—The Committee divided; Ayes 73, Noes 149; Majority 76.— 
(Div. List, No. 23.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(2.) £21,059, to complete the sum for Works and Public Buildings Office. — En 
short debate, Vote agreed to it 

(3-) £10,000, to complete the sum for the Mercantile Marine Fund (Grant i in Aid). 

(4-) ) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £30,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1887, for Her Majesty’s Fo oreign and other Secret Services "’ 

After short debate, Question put :—The Committee divided; Ayes 159, Noes 54; 
Majority 105. —(Div. List, No. 24.) 

(5.) £3,393, to complete the sum ‘for the Secretary for Scotland’s Office.—After 
short debate, Vote agreed to 

(6.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £2,755, be 
granted to Her Mujesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Queen’s and Lord 
Treasurer's Remembrancer in Exchequer, Scotland, of certain Officers in Scotland, 
and other Charges formerly on the Hereditary Revenue ” 

Moved, “That a sum, not exceeding £2,125, be granted, &c., ae | Mr. Labouchere ) 
—After short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed ., oe } 
Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,466, be gunteli &c.,""—(Mr. Labouchere : } 
— After short debate, Question put: —The Committee snietis Ayes 59, Noes 141; 

Majority 82.—(Div. List, No. 23.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(7.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £12,780, be 
granted to. Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scotland and 
for Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays” oe oe oe 
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Svuprpty—Civiz Service Estiwates—Committee—continued. 


After short debate, Moved, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £12,580, be granted, &c.,’ 
—(Mr. Hunter :)-—After further debate, Question ty :—The Committee divided ; 
Ayes 65, Noes 154; Majority 89.—(Div. List, No. 26.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
(8.) £2,482, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, Scotland.—After short 
debate, Vote agreed to oe 
(9.) £3,089, to complete the sum for the Registrar General’s Office, Scotland. 

(10.) £3,340, to complete the sum for Board of Supervision for Relief of the Poor, 
and for Public Health, Scotland. 

(11.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £2,516, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March 1887, for the Salaries of the Officers and Attendants of the Household of the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and other Expenses ”’ 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £2,489, be granted, &c.,’ (Mr. Arthur 0’ Con- 
nor :;—After short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed 

Moved, *‘ That a sum. not exceeding £953, be ere &e.,”—( Mr. — Russell : :) 
—After short debate, Question put :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 36, Noes 178; 
Majority 142. —(Div. List, No. 27.) 

Original Question again proposed ‘ ° 
Moved, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £1,727, be granted, &e.,’ '~(Dr. Tanner — 
After short debate, Question put: —The Committee divided ; Ayes 55; Noes 179; 

Majority 124. —(Div. List, No. 28.) 

Original Question again proposed ee oe 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,427, be granted, &e.,""—( Mr. Claney y :)—After 
short debate, Question put :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 62, Noes 172; Ma- 
jority 110.—(Div. List, No. 29.) 

Original Question again proposed . ee ee - 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £2 ,456, be granted, &c.,’’—(Mr. Dillon :)—After 
short debate, Question put:—The Committee divided ; Ayes 56, Noes 165; Ma- 
jority 109.—(Div. List, No. 30.) 

Original Question again proposed .. oe *- oa 

Moved, ** That a sum, not exceeding £2,154, be granted, &c.,”—(Mr. Crilly :)—After 
short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £17,866, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries hm | Expenses of the “Offices of the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in Dublin and London, and Subordinate =. 
ments” ee : 

After short debate. Motion, by leav e, withdrawn. 

(12.) £819, to complete the sum for the Charitable Donations and Bequests Office, 
Ireland. 

(13.) £2,414, to complete the sum for the Record Office, Ireland.— After short debate, 
Vote agreed to 

(14.) £8,826, to complete the sum for ‘the Valuation and Boundary Survey, Ireland. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Crass ITI.—Law anp Justice. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £29,041, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
wili come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, of Criminal Prosecutions and other Law Charges i in Ireland, including certain 
Allowances under the Act 15 and 16 Vie. ¢. 83” 

After short debate, Moved, “ That the Chairman do report Progress, ‘and ask leave to 
sit again,’’—(Mr. Conybeare: )—After further debate, Question put :—The Com- 
mittee divided ; Ayes 54, Noes 150; Majority 96. ew 9 List, No. re 

Original Question again proposed .. ‘ 

Moved, ‘ — the Chairman do now leave the Chair,’ *—(Mr. “John 0’ Connor, 
Tipperary, S. :)—Question put:—The Committee divided ; Ayes 55, Noes 154; 
Majority 99.—(Div. List, No. 32.) 


Original Question again proposed :— Moved, ‘‘ That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again,’’—(Mr. Hunter :)—After short debate, Question put :— 
The Committee divided ; Ayes 56, Noes 148 ; Majority 92. — (Div. List, No. 33, ye 

Original Question again proposed - ee 
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Moved, ‘‘ That the Chairman do now leave the cunt ar. Dithoyn :\—After short 
debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


Original Question again proposed .. ee oe 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Chairman do report Progress, and oak leave to sit again : ”—After 
short debate, Motion agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported 7o-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; 
to sit again Zo-morrow. 


Surpty—Report—Resolutions | 10th September} reported 
Resolutions 1 to 9, inclusive, agreed to. 


(10.) ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £8,326, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which wiil come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3ist day of March 1887, for the Salaries and of the 
Public Record Office”’ 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £8, 226, be ont, Ke., lr. Ditlion )—After 
short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


Submarine Telegraph Act (1885) Amendment Bill [ Bill 45]— 


Bill considered in Committee 
After short time spent therein, Billi reported, ’ without Amendment : —Bill 


read the third time, and passed. 


Expiring laws Continuance Bill | Bill 46 }|— 


Order for Second Reading read de oe és 
Second Reading deferred till To-morrow. 3.45. a.m. ] 


44 o. a, 





COMMONS, TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 14. 
QUESTIONS. 


0 


Post Orrice—Rospexy or Maits on tHE RAILway BETWEEN LonpDOoN AND 
Dover, Aprit 8, 1886—Questions, Mr. J. G. Hubbard ; Answers, The 
Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes), The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Lord Randolph Churchill) . 

Raitways (InptiA)—Extension oF THE Ratnway Sysrem— Question, Mr. 
Maclure ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John 
Gorst) ae Y 

Tue ConsTasutary Forces or Great Brrrary NNUATION—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Howard Vincent; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Mr. Matthews) ; 

CrimE AND OurraGE (IrRELAND)—Rouors at Ratnrriayp, Co. Dow x—Ques- 
tion, Mr. H. Campbell ; canis The Attorney General for Ireland 
Mr. Holmes) 

Epvucation DerartMenr—Sc uoOL AccoMMopation—Boarp v. DENoMia- 
TIONAL ScHoots—Question, Mr. Maclure; Answer, The Vice President 
of the Council (Sir Henry Holland) ‘ 

Boarp oF Works (IreLanp)—IncrEAsE OF GRANT FOR Burtpine ‘Scnoot- 
Houses, CLaRE Istanv, Co. Mayo — Question, Mr. Deasy; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) “2 os 

Royat Irish ConstrasuLary—Exrra Porice, Co. Mayo—Question, Mr. 
Deasy ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) 

Poor AsyYLuMs (IneLany)—AsyLv M ar Monacuax — Question, Mr. P. 
O’Brien; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) ee ee ee ee e* 
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Fisnery Prers ano Hanrsours. (IRELAND) — Bunporan Dement 
Mr. Bernard Kelly; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Jackson) , 

Post Orrice (TeLecraPH Derantuexr)—Forriax TeLecraMs—Tae Svp- 
Marine TececrarH Company—Question, Sir George Campbell ; An- 
swer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 

Posr Orrice—Tue Norruern District TeverHoxe Cowra Ny—Question, 
2 Rs Havelock-Allan; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. 

aikes) 

Merropotitan Potice Disrrict—Doc Recunations—Question, Mr. Norris; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Pent (Mr. 
Matthews) 

Law or Copy Rr1GHT—LEoIsLation—Question, Mr. Hunter ; " Answer, The 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De Worms) 

Rattways (Enoranp anp Wates)—Improvep CovpLines—Question, Mr. 
W. J. Corbet; Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Trade (Baron 
Henry De Worms) 

Buicarta —ABDICATION OF Prince ALEXANDER _— Questions, Sir Henry 
Tyler, Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. Speaker, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Sir James Fergusson) 

ArmMy—-CHARGES AGAINST THE ORDNANCE DepartwentT—Question, Mr. E. 
Hie ae Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. 
mith) 

TREATY OF Beruin—Anrice LXL. — Arventa — Question, Mr. Shaw 
Lefevre; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Sir James Fergusson) an 

Tux Partiamertary Francuisz — Disapiuittes or tHe Pouce Force— 
Question, Mr. Lafone ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) 

Tue ParuiaMeNTaRY Francuist — Exectorat Power oF Wouen — Ques- 
tion, Mr. Lafone; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) oe 

Rattways — AccIDENT ON THE ‘Lawoammumn 3 AND YORKSHIRE Ramwar 4 AT 
BrockHoLtes—Avromatic Brakes—Question, Mr. Channing; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De Worms) 

Iretanp —- Bowitrnc Green Mitts, Co. Gatway — Reporr or CoLoyven 
Sairn, R.E.—Question, Mr. iets idl Answer, The Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Jackson) ; 

Iretanp (Sourn-Wesr Disrasct) — Acrion or Sir Reeve rs Butter — 
Questions, Mr. M. J. Kenny, Mr. Cox; Answers, The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 

SuppLy—OrbDER OF TAKING THE EstIMates—Question, Mr. Sachin histor: 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 

Tue Currency—Tue Royat Commisston—Tue Money Arricce or ‘ THE 
Times ’’—Question, Mr. T. Sutherland ; Answer, The pacers for Scot- 
land (Mr. A. J. Balfour) 

Cuanyet Fisnertes—Fisnertes REGULATION, 1843—Derention or Exousu 
Fisuincg Smacks at Havre— Question, Mr. Round; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir James Fergusson) .. 


Queen’s Speecun—Her Masesty’s Answer To tHE AppRESS reported 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


—9——_ 
SUPPLY—constdered in Committee—Crvit Service Estimares— 
(In the Committee.) 
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Scprry—Crvit. Service Estimtates—C 
Crass If.—Sararres anp ExPeNnses OF ‘Civ DeEPaRTMENTS. 


(1.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £17,866, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March 1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in Dublin and London, and) Subordinate 
Departments ”’ . 

After debate, Moved, “That a sum, ” not exceeding £7,866, be granted, &e. ri 
(Mr. Tuite : -)—After further debate, Moved, “ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again,” —(Mr. Biggar : :)—After further short debate, 
Question put, and negatived. 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,866, be granted, &c.,’"”"—(Mr. Tuite :) 

After debate, Question te :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 75, Noes 178; Majo - 


rity 103.—(Div. List, No. 34.) 

Original Question again dicheist 

After debate, Moved, ‘‘ That a sum, not lake £16,666, be ee &e.,"— 

—(Mr. Lalor : ‘)—After further short debate, Motion, by ‘leave, withdrawn, 
Original Question again pro ee 
After short debate, Original Question put, and agreed to 
Resolution to be reported. 

(2.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ ‘That a sum, not exceeding £68,688, be 
” aaatel to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the harge which 


will come ia course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board in Ireland, 


including various Grants in Aid of- Local Taxation ’’ 
After short debate, Resolution to be reported Toselerveid Comittee 
also report Progress ; to sit again Zo-morrow. 


agg a d. 





Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry Bill [Bill 35 }— 


Bill considered in Committee .. 
After short time spent therein, Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered 


To-morrow. [ 2.80. } 


COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 15. 
ORDER OF THE DAY. 


— e—— 
SUPPLY — considered in Committee—Civit Service Estimates— 
(In the Committee. ) 


Crass II.—Sataries and Expenses or Civin, DgparRtTMENTs. 


1.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £68,688, be 
yo to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board in Ireland, 
including various Grants in Aid of Local Taxation ”’ 

After debate, Moved, “That a sum, not exceeding £65,688, be granted &e.," (Mr. 
Jordan ;)—After further debate, Question put, and negatived. 

Original Question again proposed .. 

Moved, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £65,198, be granted &e., ”_( Mr. Finucane: )— 
After short debate, Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
(2.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding £18,559, be 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Public Works in 
Ireland ”’ 

After debate, Moved, “« That a sum, "not exceeding £17,559, be granted &c.,” (Mr. 
Donal Sullivan : -)— Question put :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 72, Noes 155 ; 
Majority 83.—(Div. List, No. 35.) 


Original Question again proposed ,. ly 
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Surrty—Crvir Service Estimates - Committee —continued. 
Moved, “ That the Vote be omitted,”"—(Mr. Clancy :)—After short debate, Motion, 
by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported. 
































Motion made, and Question propoerd ad, ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £5,126, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses in ‘the Department of the Registrar General of 
preg et Ao, and the Expenses of the Collection of Agricultural and other Statistics 
in Irelan 

After short debate, it being a quarter of an hour before Six of the clock, the Chair- 
man left the Chair to report Progress. 


Resolutions to be reported 7o-morrow. 


Committee also report Progress ; to sit again 7o-morrow. [ 5.50. | 


LORDS, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 16. 


Their Lordships met;—and having gone through the Business on the 
Paper without debate, [ House adjourned | | 4.0. | 


COMMONS, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 16. 
QUESTIONS. 


———J 


FisHery Piers anp Harsours (IrELanp)—Rep Bay Pier, Co. ANrrin— 
Question, Mr. Biggar; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks- Beach) as - 


Japan—Ctaims or British MEercHAaNnTs ON THE JAPANESE ‘Govaneaaxr— 
Question, Mr. Gent-Davis; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Sir James Fergusson) ‘ 

Post Orrick (IrELAND)—Postat ARRANGEMENTS IN Oo. Cav An-—Q; ‘entlon, 
Mr. Biggar; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 

Depression oF TrRaDE AnD Inpustry—ReEvrort oF THE Royat Commission 
—Question, Mr. Octavius Morgan ; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill me 

Patace oF WEsTMINSTER — CoNnsTABLES ON Dury—Questions, Mr. Brad- 
laugh ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Matthews) 

Rovat Inisa Coxsrasunary—Tne Pouce at Gury, Co. Lrerick—Ques- 
tion, Mr. W. Abraham (Limerick, W 5 Answer, The Attorney 
General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) 

Lunatic AsyLtums (IRELAND )—RicumMonp Luyaric Asytum— ~ Questions, Mr. 
W. J. Corbet; Answers, The Chief Teen for Ireland (Sir Michael 
Hicks -Beach) ~ 

Cenrrat Asta—Mepats ror tur Zuon VaLiey Exeepitioy, 188 4— Ques- 
tion, Mr. Donal Sullivan; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
India (Sir John Gorst) - nf sa Be 

Lanp Purcuase (Iretanp) Acr, 1885 — Apvances — Question, Mr. 
Hunter; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) 

PARLIAMENTARY Evections (Inet. inp) —Potune Praces 1x Sourn Doneca 

—Question, Mr. B. Kelly; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland 

(Mr. Holmes) ee ef ee es 
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GenerRAL ReorstER House, Epinsurco—Encrossinc Cierks—Question, 
Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) 

Post Orrice (IrELAND) —TetrcrarH Srarion ar Macurressringe, Co. 
FermanacH—Question, Mr. H. Campbell; Answer, The Postmaster 
General (Mr. Raikes) 

War DepartMent— MILITARY Srores aND Equiements—Constirvtion oF 
THE Commisston—Question, Colonel Duncan; Answer, The aici 
of State for War (Mr. W. H. Smith) ‘ 

Law anp JusticE—ReEGIsTRATION oF Fineseue—Laiorneriow—-Questions, 
Mr. Hulse, Mr. Howard Vincent ; Answers, The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) 

Orvit Service EstasiishMents — Satarres — Question, Mr. Pickersgill ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 

Crviz Service Wrirers—Question, Mr. Pickersgill ; Answer, The Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) 

Coat Mines—Tue Leicn Coittizry Exproston—Question, Mr. Burt ; Aste 
swer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) 


Prisons Act (Encitanp anp Waters) — Sire or Cotpsatn Freips Prison 
—Question, Mr. J. Rowlands; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Mr. Matthews) : 

Intanp RevenvE DerparTMENtT—OvrTpoorR Brancu—Question, Mr. Hayden; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) . 

Inpra (Mapras) — Tue Garstin Dacorry Casz — Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John 
Gorst) : it 

Post Orrice—Masor AND Minor DErarTMENTs—Questions, Mr. Wootton 
Isaacson ; Answers, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 


MercanTILE Martine —Coastine Licut Dues In THe CHANNEL . Douean 
Coat—Questions, Mr. Gourley, Mr. Donkin ; Answers, The Secretary to 
the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De Worms) 

Lazsourers (IRELAND) Acr —Inqurry at KItMALLOCK UNDER THE yrs 
Question, Mr.W. Abraham (Limerick, W.); Answer, The Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- Beach) 

Epvucation (Iretanp)—Limerick Mopet Seuoce— Question, Mr. H. J. 
Gill; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach : a Ay pe 

IRELAND oc GREEN Mitts, Co. Gatway— Report or CoLoneL 
Sarrn, R.E.—Question, Mr. Pinkerton ; ; Answer, The Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Jackson) 

River PortvuTion—PoLivuTIon OF THE Taames—Hovse Bo Ats—Question, 
Mr. H. 8. Wright ; Answer, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Ritchie) . 

IntanpD RevenuE—HovsE Boats—Exemrrion From IMPERIAL AND Loca 
Taxatron—Questions, Mr. H. 8. Wright, Mr. Dixon-Hartland; An- 
swers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill), 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Ritchie) 

Tue Macistracy (IrELAND)—Fintona CourtHouseE—Mnr. Sprovte, IP 
Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Holmes) : 

Rovat Irtsx Constasutary — Drsrricr Insrecror Davis oF Lovonrea, 
Co. Gatway—ALLEGED REFLECTION on CaTHoLIc CLERGYMEN—Ques- 
tions, Mr. Sheehy; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks-Beach) ; : nd 

CHANNEL FIsHERIES—FISHERIES REGULATION, 154h-> Deteteiell oF Enc- 
LIsH Fisninc SMACKs AT Havre—Question, Mr. Round; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir James Fergusson) .. 
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MeERcANTILE Martne—Uncraimep Waces oF SzAmEN—Question, Colonel 
Hill; Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De 
Worms) po 

War DepartMent—ArmMyY QuaRrEerMAsTers— ~Question, Colonel Duncan ; : 
Answer, The Financial Secretary, War Office (Mr. Brodrick) 


Inp1a— Tue Commisston on tHe Crvit Services —Tue UncovENANTED 
Crvin, Service—Question, Sir Roper Lethbridge ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for India (Sir John Gorst) ¥ 

Post Orrice-—InsuRANCE OF REGISTERED Lerrers—Question; Mr. Watt; 
Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) . 

Post Orrice — Postage Rates To THE AUSTRALIAN Cosenume +n Genention, 
Lord Henry Bruce; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) .. 


Royat Commission on THE Crvit Services—THe Dreromatic anv Con- 
sutaR Services—Question, Mr. Pickersgill; Answer, The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 


Pvustic Bustness—Orver or Surppry—Tne Vore ror THE Roya Hatews 
ConsTABULARY—Question, Mr. Sexton ; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


o— 


SUPPLY—considered in Committee—Crivit Service Estrmares— 
(In the Committee. ) 


Crass II.—Sararres anp Expenses oF Crvit DEPARTMENTS. 


(1.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,126, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses in the Department of the Registrar General of 
Births, &ce., and the Expenses of the Collection of Agricultural and other Statistics 
in Ireland ”” 

Moved, ‘‘ That a eum, not exceeding £5,106, be. granted, &e.,’ " (Mr. Arthur 
0’ Connor : :)—After short debate, Question put : —The Committee divided ; Ayes 76, 
Noes 136; Majority 60.—( Div. ‘List, No. 36.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 





Crass III.—Law anv Justice. 


(2.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £29,041, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1887, of Criminal Prosecutions and other Law Charges in Ireland, including 
certain Allowances under the Act 15 and 16 Vic. c. 83” oe oe 

After long debate, Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £22,041, be granted, &c.,’’— 
(Mr. Sheehy :) — After further debate, Moved, *‘ That the Chairman do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again,’’—(Colonel Nolan :)—After further short 
debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Question again proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £22,041, be granted, {c.,”’ 
—(Mr. Sheehy :)—After debate, Question put :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 75, 
Noes 162; Majority 87.—(Div. List, No. 37.) 

Original Question again proposed .. ee ee 


Moved, “‘That a sum, not exceeding £26,791, be granted, &c.,”—(Mr. Alexander 
Blane : :)—After short debate, Question put, and negatived. 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(3.) £38,861, to complete the sum for the Supreme Court of Judicature in Ireland. 
— After short debate, Vote agreed to 

(4.) £7,835, to complete the sum for Registry of Deeds, Treland.— After short de- 
bate, Vote agreed to 

(5.) £1,163, to complete the sum for Registry of J udgments, Ireland. 

(6.) £26, 613, to complete the sum for the Irish Land Commission.— After short de- 

bate, Vote agreed to +7 ° 
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Suprry—Cryit Service Estrmates—Com continued, 

(7.) Motion, made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not AEA £54,450 
(including a Supplementary sum of £8,763), be granted to Her Majesty, to com, 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3ist day of March 1887, for the Salaries, Allowances, 
and Expenses of various Connty Court, Officers, and of Magistrates in Ireland, and 
of the Revising Barristers of the City of Dublin”’ 

Mived. “That a sum, not exceeding £53,450 (including a Sa plementary sum of 
£8,763), be grantéd, '&c.,"-—(Mr. John O’ Connor ?\— After dhort debate, Moved, 
“ That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave ‘to sit again, (Mr 
Clancy :)—After further short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

_ After further short debate, Question put :—The Committee. divided ; Ayes 54, Noes 
188 ; Majority 134.—(Div. Dist, No. oe 

Original Question again proposed . 

After short debate, Moved, ‘‘ That a sum, not thbooditiy £53,950 (including a Sup- 
plementary snm of £8 ,763), be granted, &c.,”—( Mr. M. J. Kenny :)—After further 
short debate, Question pots :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 57, Noes 171; Ma- 
jority 114.— (Div. List, No. 39.) 

Original Guattion put, and agreed to. 

(8.) £60,632, to complete the sum for Dublin Metropolitan Police. 

(g.) £70,886, to complete the sum for Prisons, Ireland,—After short debate, Vote 
agreed to 

Moved, “‘ That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave to sit again,’ (Mr. 
Jackson :)—After short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 





Crass IVY.—Epvcation, Science, anp ArT. 


(10.) £1,322,989, to complete the sum for Public Education.—After short debate, 
Vote agreed to 

(11.) £170,043, to complete the sum for the Science and Art Department. —After 
short debate, Vote agreed to 

(12.) £77,285, ‘to complete the sum for the British Museum. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £3,607, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st vane of 
March 1887, for the Salaries Ae Expenses of the National Gallery ” 

After short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

(13.) £7,400, to complete the sum for Learned Sozieties and Scientific wer erence: 
+ after short debate, Vote agreed to 

(t4.) £6,152, to complete the sum for the London University. 

(15.) £6,0C0, to complete the sum for the University College, Wales. 

(16.) £1,837, to complete the sum for Deep Sea Exploring Expedition (Report).— 
After short debate, Vote agreed to 

Moved, “ That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave to sit again,” —( Mr. 
Jackson :)— Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported Zo-morrow ; Committee to sit again Zo-morrow. 


Suppty—Rerort—Resolutions [15th September] repor/ed et 
After short debate, Resolutions agreed to. | 4.0 a.m. ] 


COMMONS, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 17. 
QUESTIONS. 


0 








War Orrice (Orpnance DepartMEeNnT)—TueE StoREKEEPERS AT PuRFLEET— 
Question, Major Rasch; Answer, The Surveyor General of Ordnance 
(Mr. Northcote : ee 

Law AND JUSTICE (Inexaxp)—Knavex Perry Susstons—Inte0a, FisHiIne 
—Case or Mr. Stwon M‘Auttrre—Question, Mr. Cox; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) 

War Orrice—CamPaicn In THE SoupAN—Svurpty or ARMS AND Sectine~ 
(Juestions, Mr. De Lisle ; Ciera The Paes of State for War 9 Mr. 
W. H. Smith) ; 
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Post Orricg (InELAND)—TuE Sus-Postmaster or StrapBALLY, Co. WaTER- 
FoRD — Question, Mr. P. J: Power; Answer, The Postmaster General 
(Mr. Raikes) .. 3% v4 s 

Lanp PurcHASE (IrELanp) Acr, 1885 — Apvancrs To Tenants For Pur- 
cHASE oF Hotpincs—Question, Mr. Mahony ; Answer, The Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) oe 

Lasourers (IrELanD) Act — THe ScHEME FoR THE OLDCASTLE Uxton — 
Tue Locat Government Boarpv Inquiry UNDER THE Act—Question, 
Mr. Mahony; Answer, The Chief ore for Ireland (Sir Michael 
Hicks-B Beach). 

LABOURERS (IRELAND) Acr—Scnemes iv THe ARDEE Unton—Tue Loca 
GovernMENT Boarp Inquiry unDER THE Act—Question, Mr. T. P. 
Gill; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) 

Prisons (IRELAND) \—~Knxenny Gaor—Reuiciovs Proviston ror Prespy- 
TERIAN Prisaners—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell; Answers, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 

Post Orrick — Posrmasrers AND Masters oF Sun-Orricrs—SaLartes— 
Question, Mr. Beadel ; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 

Post Orrice (Iretanp) (Nortnern Dtviston) — ALLowances tro Post- 
masters, &c., at Heap Posr Orrices—Question, Mr. Sheehan; An- 
swer, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 

Posr Orricr (Iretanp) — Mr. W. Anern, Postar Surveyor oF THE 
NortHern Drviston—Question, Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, The Postmaster 
General (Mr. Raikes) 

MERCANTILE Maniwe Fouxp—Frianctat Posrriox—Question, “Mr. Donkin ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De 
Worms) ; 

Army (ORDNANCE Derartment)— Pv RCOHASE OF 100-TON Guns—Question, 
Colonel Hughes-Hallett; Answer, The Surveyor General of Ordnance 
(Mr. Northcote) 

Army (AUXILIARY Forces) — Ars or THE ARTILLERY Voivnrrers—Ques- 
tion. Mr. Mallock ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. 
H. Smith) 

ARMY (IRELAND) —Tue Riots ar Beryast—Srxcran ALLowaNces To Troors 
EmpLtoyED—Question, Captain M‘Calmont; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. W. H. Smith’ 

Post OFrFicE (InvLanp) (TELEGRAPH DEPARTMENT r) — CHarLEstows, Co. 
Mayvo—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. 
Raikes) ny ne bs “ 4 

Lunatic AsytuMs (IRELAND)—CeEntrat Lunatic Asytum, Dunprum—Ap- 
VERTISEMENT FoR A KitcHENMAID—Question, Mr. Donal Sullivan ; An- 
swer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 

Coat Mines — Tre Dean Lane Coriiery Expiosion — Question, Mr. 
Burt ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. 
Matthews) ad € es ie 

Pusitic He ALTH—Girsy- Van anv Travetiineg CuInpREN—Question, Mr. 
Burt; Answer, The Vice President of the Council (Sir Henry 
Holland) 

Riecut Hon. JosEru CHAMBERLAIN, M.P.—Potice Prorection—Question, 
Mr. H. Campbell; Answer, The rave of State for the Home De- 
partment (Mr. Matthews) 

laxtaxp—Tue Brenon Law—ReE-constirvTIon OF THE Comarssron—Ques- 
tions, Mr. T. P. Gill, Mr. M. J. Kenny ; Answers, The en the 
Treasury (Mr. J ackson) 

IntaAnD NAVIGATION AND DRAINAGE Cieanaiges allt Sam. ne a 
tion, Mr. Pinkerton; Answer, The ee to the Treasury (Mr. 

Jackson) és ea oe $e 
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Tue Currency, &.—ConstiruTIoN oF THE Commission—Question, Mr. J. 
M. Maclean ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Ran- 
dolph Churchill) 4 

Ecypt—ReE-orGanization, &o. —Sir H. Druwmonp Wotrr—Questions, Mr. 
William Redmond, Sir George Campbell, Mr. Dillon; Answers, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 

Post Orrice (IRELAND) — CAsE oF Mooney, PosrMAsTER OF Kinpy- 
sAnT—Question, Mr. Jordan; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. 
Raikes) ‘ sis ry a 8 

Navy—H.M.S8. ‘‘ Berxerste ’—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, 
Lord Charles Beresford (A Lord of the Admiralty) ‘ 

Law anpD Justice (IrRELAND)—Segsstonat Crown Souicrror, Co. FerMaNnacu 
—Question, Mr. Jordan ; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Holmes) 

Invra — Native Staves — Tux Gazxwan or Baropa — - Question, Dr. 
Tanner; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John 
Gorst) 

Army (Inpia)—Meprcat Dr PARTMENT —SuRcEeons—Question, Dr. Tanner ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John Gorst) 

Law anp Justice (IreLanp)— Tue Rev. Mr. Fauy — Questions, Mr. 
Hayden, Mr. Tuite; Answers, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Holmes) . a ak 

Posr Orrice—Tue Genenat Posr Orrice—Vacanctes 1x Tax Sorvino 
Orrices— Question, Mr. Crilly ; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. 
Raikes) . a 

Merroroniran Potice—Rerorr or tHe ComMirres— Question, Mr. C. E. 
Hamilton ; Answer, ‘he Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Matthews) 

Army (OrpNanceE DEPARTMENT) \— DEFECTIVE Guns—Question, Sir Guyer 
Hunter; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. Smith) 


Post Orrice—Postace Rares anp CuAarcrs TO THE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES 
—Question, Sir Samuel Wilson; Answer, The Postmaster General (Mr. 
Raikes) nc a 

Sourg-Eastern Evrope—TuHe Baud Sea—-Romouns OF ——— ANNEX- 
Ation—Question, Mr. Howard Vincent ; Answer, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir James Fergusson) ... + 

PaRLIAMENT — Business oF THE House — MINISTERIAL STaTEMENT — TEN- 
ants Rewier (Ireranp) Bir1 — Questions, Mr. John Morley, Mr. 
Labouchere, Sir George Campbell ; Answers, The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) : . 

Crime anp Ovurrace (IRELAND)—Rior ar yaaa? Vy al CasvaLty— 
Question, Mr. T. W. Russell; Answer, The Chief a for Ire- 
land (Sir Michael Hicks- Beach) ; 








PARLIAMENT — DeBark oN tHe AbDpRrEss—Personal Explanation, Mr. 
Mahony 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
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SUPPLY—considered in Committee—Urvit Service EstimatTEs— 
(In the Committee.) 


Crass JII.—Law anv Justice. 


(1.) £542,153, to complete the sum for the Constabulary, Ireland.— After debate, 
Vote agreed to oe ° oe 


Page 


779 


779 


787 


788 


788 


789 





Suprty—Crvit Service Estimatres—Com 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


| September 17.] 


saa ) a 





Crass [V.—Epvcarion, Scrence, anp Arr. 


(2.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceedin Sea be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessar. to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Salaries and Expenses of the National Gallery” ° 

Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £3,307, be granted, &c.,"’—(Sir George Campbell : : 
—After short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed oe ve ee 

After short debate, Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(3.) £1,161, to complete the sum for the National Portrait Gallery.—After short 
debate, Vote agreed to 

(4.) £184,263, to complete the sum | for Public Education, Scotland.— After debate, 
Vote agreed to ‘ 

(5.) £8,508, to complete the sum for Univ ersities, "&e. in Scotland.—After debate, 
Vote agreed to é ee 

(6.) £500, to complete the sum for the National Gallery, ke., Scotland. 

(7.) £258,073, to complete the sum for Public Education, Ireland.—After debate, 
Vote aqr reed to oe ee 

(8.) £945, to complete the sum for Teachers’ Pension Office, Ireland. 

(9.) £270, to complete the sum for the Endowed School Commissioners, Ireland. 

(10.) £701, to complete the sum for the National Gallery of Ireland. 

(11.) £8,528, to complete the sum for Queen's Colleges, Ireland.—After short debate, 
Vote agreed to 

(12.) £520, to complete the sum for the Royai Irish 1 Academy After short debate, 
Vote agreed to oe be 


Crass V.—Fore1cn anp CoLoNnIAL SERVICES. 


(13.) Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £62,010, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for the Expenses of Her Majesty's Embassies and Missions Abroad ’’ 

Moved, *‘ That a sum, not exceeding £58,010. be granted &c.,’"— (Sir George Campbell : :) 
—After debate, Question put :—The Committee divided,; Ayes 54, Noes 158; 
Majority 104.—(Div. List, No. 40.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(14.) £46,486, to complete the sum for Consular Services. 

(15.) £4,160, to complete the sum for Slave Trade Services. 

(16.) £2,005, to complete the sum for the Suez Canal (British Directors). 

(17.) £13,116, to complete the sum for Colonies, Grants in Aid. 

(18.) £69,637, to complete the sum for South Africa and St. Helena.—After short 
debate, Vote agreed to oe 


(19.) £13,050, to complete the sum for Subsidies to Telegraph Qunatebe 

(20.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £1,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3!st day of March 
1887, as a Grant in Aid of the Revenue of the Island of Cyprus”’ 

After short debate, Question put :—The Committee divided ; Ayes 148, Noes 47 ; Ma- 
jority 101.—(Div. List, No. 41.) 


Crass VI.—Non-ErrectivE AND CHARITABLE SERVICEs. 


(21.) £123,928, to complete the sum for Superannuation and Retired Allowances. 

(22.) £4,200, to complete the sum for Merchant Seamen's Fund Pensions, &c. 

(23.) £485,000, to complete the sum for Pauper Lunatics, England. 

(24.) £2,000, to complete the sum for Pauper Lunatics, Scotland. 

(25.) £800, to complete the sum for Pauper Lunatics, Ireland. 

(26.) £7,658, to complete the sum for Hospitals and Infirmaries, Ireland. 

(27.) £1,000, to’complete the sum for Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Deficiency. 

(28.) £1,111, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances, 
Great Britain. 

(29.) £1,303, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances, 
Ireland. 


Crass VIT.—Mitscetranzovs. 
(30.) £13,331, to complete the sum for Temporary Commissions. 
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Suprry—Crivit Service Estimares—Committee—continued. 

(31.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a “asm not exceeding £2,802, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, for certain Miscellaneous Expenses” 

After short debate, Question put : - The Committee divided ; Ayes 140, Noes 48 ; Ma- 
jority 92. —(Div. List, No. 42.) 


ReveNvE DEPARTMENTS. 
(32.) £536,057, to complete the sum for Customs. 
(33-) £1,057,506, to complete the sum for Inland Revenue. 
(34.) £3,118,995, to complete the sum for the Post Office. 
(35.) £335,663, to complete the sum for the Post Office Packet Service.—After short 
debate, Vote agreed to os «- 919 
(36.) £775,510, to complete the sum for the Post Office Telegraphs. 


Crass III.—Law anp Justice. 
(3 z) re ,680, Supplementary, for Revising Barristers, England. 


916 


(38 3,930, for the Crofters’ Commission. 


Crass 1V.-——Epvcation, Science, anp ArT. 
(39.) £5,000, for the Royal University of Ireland. 


Crass VII.—MisceLt.aneovs. 


(40.) Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £14,786, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the repayment to 
the Civil Contingencies Fund of certain Miscellaneous Adv ances’ 920 
Moved, “ That a sum, not exceeding £14,172, be granted, &c.,’’—( Mr. Labouchere : j— 
After short debate, Question put: —'The Committee divided ; Ayes 48, Noes 126; 
Majority 78.—(Div. List, No. 43.) 
Original Question put, and ‘agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 


Suppty—Report—Resolutions [16th September] reported .. .. 925 
Resolutions 1 to 5, inclusive, agreed to. 
Resolution 6 read a first and second time :—JVoved, ‘‘That this House 
doth agree with the Committee in the said Resolution :”—After short 
debate, Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions 7 and 8 agreed to. 
Resolution 9 read a first and second time :—Jfoved, ‘‘ That this House 


doth agree with the Committee in the said Resolution : ’’—After short 
debate, Question put, and agreed to. 


Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


Ways anp Mreans— 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That, towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, the sum of £20,089,689 
be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow, [ 3.0. ] 


COMMONS, SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 18. 
QUESTION. 


Poor Law (Encianp anp Wares)— Acep CourLes in WorkHouses — 
Question, Mr. Charles W. Gray ; Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. Ritchie ) ae - 928 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
[ September 18.} 


MOTION. 


—_o——- 
OrpERS oF THE Day— 


Ordered, That, on Monday next, the Order of the 3rd day of September, giving pre- 
cedence to all stuges of the Appropriation Bill, be suspended,—( Mr, Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


o— 





Suprpty —Rrerort—Resolutions [17th September | reported 
Resolutions 1 to 12, inclusive, agreed to. 


(13.) “That a sum, not exceeding £62,010, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Expenses of Her 
Majesty’s Embassies and Missions Abroad.” 


Eoyrr (Frvance, &c.)—Tue 5 per Cenr Depucrion rrom tHE Coupons 
— Repayment sy Eneitanp — Observations, Sir George Campbell ; 
Reply, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
Resolution agreed (o. 
Resolutions 14 to 33, inclusive, agreed to. 


(34.) “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £3,118,955, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Post Office Services, the Expenses of Post Office Savings Banks, 
and Government Annuities and Insurances, and the Collection of the Post Office 
Revenue ”’ 


Post Orrice—Tue Mepicat Starr—Observation, Mr. Pickersgill 

Post Orrice—Success or THE Srxpenny TeLecram Sysrem—Observa- 
tions, Mr. Shaw Lefevre 

Resolution agreed to. 

Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


Ways and Mrans—Resolution [September 17 | reported, and agreed to. 


MOTION. 


——— 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill— 


Moved, “ That leave be given to bring in a Bill to apply a sum out of the Consolidated 
Fund to the service of the yeur ending on the thirty-first day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and eighty -seven, and to appropriate the ‘Supplies granted in this 
Session of Parliament,’’— (Jf. Chaneellor of the Exchequer) 


Post Orrice—Svccess or tue Sixrvenny TeLeGram Sysrem —Observa- 
tions, Mr. Shaw Lefevre; Reply, The Postmaster General (Mr. 
Raikes) sis - i 

Post Orrice — THe Mepicat Srarr — Observations, Mr. Pickersgill, 
Mr. Wootton Isaacson ; Reply, The Postmaster General (Mr. Raikes) 

Sza anp Coast Fisuenies (Irevranp)—Trawiine 1x Bantry Bay — 
GRIEVANCES oF THE TramMMEL Ner FistermEn— Observations, Mr. 
Gilhooly ; Reply, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) ‘ é 

Motion agreed to : -—Bill endeied (Mr. Co busines, Ur. Chancellor of the Bethe: 

quer’, Mr. Jackson); presented, and read the first time. | 1.30. ] 
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LORDS, MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 20. 


PRIVATE AND ProvistonaL OrpeR OConrrrmation Brtts—Resolutions, The 
Chairman of Committees (The Duke of Buckingham and Chandos) 


Resolutions agreed to: -- Ordered, That the said Resolutions be printed. 
(No. 23.) 


Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry Bill (No. 21)— 
Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 2*,”—( The Earl Cadogan) 
Motion agreed to:—Bill read 2* aceordingly ; Committee negatived ; Then 
Standing Order No. XXXYV. considered (according to Order), and dis- 
pensed with; Bill read 3*, and passed. 


FisHery Boarp (IrELann)—ReEport or THE ComMiIsslonERS—REsoLUTION— 


Moved, “That no assistance given by the Government to the Irish fisheries will 
prove of permanent benefit unless the transport and a reduced fare of carriage for 
tish to the English markets is duly provided for,” —(The Earl of Howth) 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn, 


Ratrway Brakes—Lecistation — Question, Observations, Earl De La 
Warr; Reply, The President of the Board of Trade (Lord Stanley of 


Preston) 
{ 4.45.) 


COMMONS, MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 20. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


(pone 


Private Brrrs—Resolutions, The Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. 
Courtney) .. Ji a: os 7 


QUESTIONS. 


———@ 


Merropotis—SratvE or James II. ry Wuarrenatt Yarp—Questions, Mr. 
W. G. C. Bentinck, Sir George Campbell; Answers, The First Com- 
missioner of Works (Mr. Plunket) 

MerropoLttan ImpRrovemeNts—WHeENtNG or Museum Srreer, BioomsBurY 
y= Mr. Edwin De Lisle; Answer, The First Commissioner of 

Works (Mr. Plunket) .a an 

Hackney CarRIaGEs (Mxrroro.is) — “Private” OmnrBuses — Question, 
Mr. Lawson; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Mr. Matthews) ‘ 

Army (Inp1a)—Bnritisa Meprcat SERvIc s—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John Gorst) 

Westainster Haun (Restroration)— Question, Mr. Gent-Davis; Answer, 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Plunket) = 

Merropo.tis (SusurBAN Warer. Suprpty)— Tue Surrox WarERworks 
Company — Dancer or Suppty rrom Proposep New CemeTery— 
Question, Mr. Arthur O’Connor; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) 

Tue Crvm Service Commisston—ENGAGEMENT OF SUPERIOR OFFICIALS IN 
FrxancraL UnpErtTakincs—Question, Sir George Campbell; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 

Lanp—Siwpiirication or Tires and TRANSFERS—Question, Mr. Egerton 
Hubbard ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) 

Licnraovuse Innummanrs—Exrrrtents at Sourn Foretanp—Tue Cor- 
RESPONDENCE — Question, Mr. T. W. Russell; Answer, The Secretary 
to. the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De Worms) on 
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Law anp Justice—Mvrper or a Portce Constante at DoDWorTH, NEAR 
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tary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Matthews) 
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Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) . 
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Question, Mr. Jordan; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks- Beach) , 

Army (AUXILIARY Forces) — Orricers or Mrtrrta — Question, Mr. Dixon- 
Hartland; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. 
Smith) . : 

Oren Spaces (Merrorotis) —Tue Garvens at THE Tower or Loxpox— 
Question, Mr. Montagu; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
W. H. Smith) 

Posr Orrice—Parcer Posr — Detays 1n Transmisston — ~ Question, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde; Answer, The Vice President of the Council (Sir 
Henry Holland) 

Law anp Justice (Inevanp) — Arrest or Mr. Mortmer Dovrz—Ques- 
tion, Sir Thomas Esmonde; Answer, The Chief rer: for Ireland 
(Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) . 

Posr Orrice (IrELanp) — Surverors’ CLeaks — Question, “Mr. Conway ; 
Answer, The Vice President of the Council (Sir Henry Holland) 

Inp1a — Toe Uncovenantep Orvit Service — Pensions — Question, Mr. 
King; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for India (Sir John 
Gorst) 

Crime AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND) — Mrs. Morony, Minrown Matsay — 
Fictitious Cuarces — Question, Mr. Jordan; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- Beach) 
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ApmiraLtty—CuieFr Orricers oF THE CoAsTGUARD Service—Question, Mr. 
Crilly ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Forwood) 
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Holmes) 

QuEENSLAND — NEWLY- Discoverep Gop Frey — Question, Sir Richard 
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Way--Question,; Mr.. Maedonald Cameron ; Answer, ; The. Lord; 
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FisHery Boaxp (Scorranp)+Pay or Orricers ~dbcatieh Mr, Macdonald 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
——9 ——— 
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Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, it is inexpedient, at the present time, tu 
make any further alteration in the Irish Land Laws. 
[2.15.] 


LORDS, WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22 
Their Lordships met at Two o’clock. 


House adjourned during pleasure :—House resumed. 
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IN THE 


First Session or tHe Twenry-Fovrra PARLIAMENT OF THE 
Unitep Kinepom or rear Brirarin anv IJretanvd 
APPOINTED TO MEET 5 Avaust, 1886, IN THE FiIFTIETH 


YEAR OF THE REIGN oF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 





SECOND VOLUME OF THE SESSION. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, QUESTIONS. 
ha TES 
Friday, 10th September, 1886. FRANCE—THE CUSTOMS LAW— 


EXACTIONS AT THE PORT OF ROUEN. 
tnbnitie Mr. KING (Hull, Central) asked the 
MINUTES.}]—Surpry—considered in Committee, Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
— Civ Service Esrmates; Crass 1. —| Affairs, Whether the attention of the 
Satarres anp Expenses or Crvit, Depart-| Government has been called to the man- 
PAB ORY yy” ner in which the French Customs Law 

’ i . 
Resolutions [September 9] reported. = enforced at the port of Rouen aga inst 
: ; English vessels, whereby the captains 
Pusuic Bits — Ordered — —_ Reading —| oy owners of vessels are obliged to em- 
Expiring Laws Continuance ® [46]; Tenants’ }15¥ the local brokers on frivolous pre- 


Relief (Ireland) * [47]. 'tences, and to pay fees amounting in 
Second Reading — Submarine Telegraph Act one case to two per cent. of the entire 
(1885) Amendment * [45]. ‘freight; whether, in the case of the 
Committee — Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry | British ship, Royal Minstrel, the Custom 
[35]—r.P. House authorities insisted on the em- 
Withdrawn—Employers’ Liability * [2]. | ployment of a broker simply to translate 
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the statement of one seaman, from whom 
a statement was demanded, quite un- 
necessarily, as all the ship’s documents 
were in the hands of the authorities, in 
consequence of which the owners had to 
pay a brokerage fee of 538 francs 50 
centimes ; whether French, Russian, 
Dutch, Portuguese, and other vessels 
are exempted from this exaction by the 
authorities ; whether English vessels are 
entitled, under existing Treaties, to be 
placed on the same footing as French 
and other vessels in this respect ; and, 
whether steps will be taken in the case 
of the Royal Minstrel to vindicate the 
rights of British shipowners against such 
exactions ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir James Fereusson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): The case referred to by 
the hon. Member is correctly stated, and 
no doubt involves great hardship, al- 
though it does not appear that anything 
has been done contrary to either law or 
treaty. The ships of other nations are 
equally liable to such exactions, but 
often escape because the shipbrokers are 
unable to act as interpreters of their 
several languages. The question of ship- 
brokerage in France has formed the se 
ject of frequent representations to the 
French Government, and the hon. Mem- 
ber will find a full statement upon the 
subject in a Parliamentary Paper, Com- 
mercial, No. 35 (1884), page 10. Her 
Majesty’s Government will watch for a 
suitable opportunity to make a further 
attempt to procure some amendment of 
the law. A recent decision of the French 
Minister of Commerce will, I hope, 
lessen somewhat the difficulties and ex- 
penses of British shipowners ; and I will 
communicate it, with explanations on 
the points adverted to by the hon. 
Member, to the owners of the Royal 
Minstrel. 


POST UFFICE (IRELAND)—THE POST- 
MASTER AT KILDYSART, 
CO. CLARE. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Postmaster General, Whether Mr. Ma- 
loney, postmaster, Kildysart, county 
Clare, receives but £10 per annum for 
postal work, and whether out of that 
amount he is compelled to pay £5 yearly 
to aletter carrier; whether, as postmaster, 
he attends from 7 o’clock a.m. till 7 p.m. 
daily for net £5 per annum, or 3}d. per 
day, and without an hour’s leave during 
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the year; whether Kildysart is a postal 
centre of such importance as to warrant 
an increase of Maloney’s salary, and the 
payment of the letter-carrier by the Post 
Office authorities; whether Maloney’s 
remuneration as telegraphist at Kildy- 
sart is but 6s. per week, while in many 
cases apprentices for less responsible 
work receive double that sum, and for 
little more work telegraphists receive 
from 20s. to 30s. per week; whether 
1,000 words on a daily average are 
transmitted from Kildysart; whether 
his work in this department is made 
more onerous by the use of a bad in- 
strument ; whether the Government will 
consider this case with a view to re- 
dress it; and, whether a similar state 
of things does largely obtain in said 
county ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): I 
think I ought to inform the hon. Mem- 
ber that all sub-postmasters throughout 
the United Kingdom are paid upon 
one principle, which may be described, 
shortly, as a system of payment by re- 
sults. It is the practice to appoint as 
sub-postmasters persons having private 
business, and to give them a small re- 
taining fee, and, in addition, commission 
for various branches of work. The pay- 
ment, therefore, adjusts itself to the 
work ; and if there is but little pay it 
is evident there is but little work. The 
principle appears to me a sound one. If 
there is anything peculiar in the case of 
Mr. Maloney, his proper course is to 
make his application to me through the 

rescribed channel, when the case would 
. investigated. I may add that Mr. 
Maloney is a grocer, and is not required 
to give his whole time to the Public Ser- 
vice, and that the total amount paid to 
him in 1885, under the priuciple men- 
tioned, was about £28. An allowance 
of £9 2s. 6d.is given to him for the pur- 
pose of engaging a messenger, who is 
occupied but a short time daily. I have 
called upon him to explain why he only 
gives £5 of the allowance to this mes- 
senger. The telegraph instrument—an 
“A. B. O.”—is fully adequate for the 
telegraph requirements of the office, 
and the average number of words tele- 
graphed daily is much below 1,000. 
rn. JORDAN: Is the £9 2s. 6d. al- 
ae for the messenger in addition to 
£10 
Mr. RAIKES : Certainly. 
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FISHERIES (IRELAND) — THE WEST 
AND NORTH WEST COAST—LOANS 
TO FISHERMEN, 


Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Ov., N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether the present 
system of making loans to fishermen in 
that country has operated to exclude 
from its benefits very many of those 
most in need of loans; whether a relaxa- 
tion in the rules regulating the making 
of loans to fishermen was effected by an 
Order of the Lords Justices in Council 
in January last, so as to enable loans 
for boats and gear to be made on the 
security alone of the borrowers and the 
boats; whether this new rule was made 
without restriction to particular locali- 
ties ; 
as referring only to the West and North 
West Coasts of Ireland; and, if so, 
why, and by virtue of what authority ; 
and, whether the Government will con- 
sider the propriety of enabling all fisher- 
men in Ireland to obtain loans on the 
conditions said to be exacted now in the 
eases of those on the West and North 
West Ooasts ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Mronaet Hicks-Beaon) (Bristol, W.): 
I understand that in the case of small 
loans the difficulty suggested is not ex- 
perienced. The relaxation of the rules 
sanctioned in January last permitting 
large loans for boats, on the security of 
the vessels, was recommended by the 
Inspector of Fisheries and agreed to by 
the Government in the hope of aiding in 
the development of fisheries by the 
supply of large boats, particularly on 
the West and North-West Coasts, where 
the fishermen most need assistance. The 
rule was not expressly limited to those 
parts of the Coast, though it was in- 
tended mainly to apply to them. The 
Lord Lieutenant’s consent is required in 
the case of every loan above £500. 
am in expectation of hearing further on 
this subject from the Inspectors of 
Fisheries ; but I think I may say that I 
shall be prepared to advise his Excel- 
lency to entertain the applications in 
deserving cases arising in other parts of 
the country than those mentioned. It 
is evident, however, that the experiment 
of dispensing with security other than 
that of the vessels themselves may be 
attended with risk of loss to the loan 
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fund; and it must, therefore, be on a 
strictly limited scale, at all events at 
first. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION  (IRE- 
LAND)—THE ASSISTANT COM- 
MISSIONERS. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether the com- 
bined salaries paid to the two Assistant 
Commissioners of Intermediate Educa- 
tion in Ireland amounted in 1884 to 
seven per cent of the entire expenditure 
of the Board, to nearly one-fourth of all 
the results fees to boys and girls in 





whether it has since been acted on 


I earned b 


Treland, to once and a-half as much as 
| the results fees given to girls’ schools in 
| all Ireland, to all the results fees given 
in respect of boys and girls in Munster, 
to six times the amount of the results 
fees given to all the schools in Con- 
naught; whether the Assistant Com- 
missioners who were appointed to act as 
secretaries and inspectors have even 
/acted in the latter capacity, and have 
had their secretarial work mainly done 
| by the chief and under clerks; and, if 
| ail this be the case, the Government will 
take advantage of the present vacancy 
in the office of Assistant Commissioner 
to effect a reduction in the administra- 
tion expenses of the Board of Interme- 
diate Education, and thus increase the 
small fund available for prizos to pupils 
and fees to schools ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Bzacn) (Bristol, W.), 
The hon. Gentleman will excuse me if I 
do not go into the calculations he has 
;made. They may be correct, but if 
| they are correct I do not know that his 
| premisses would be established. I may 
' state, however, that in the year he 
| mentions (1884) the Commissioners had 
at their disposal for payment as rewards 
/and results fees £5,000 more than was 
students. With regard to 
| the distribution of the business of the 

Department, I am informed that the se- 
cretarial duties have been performed by 
the Assistant Commissioners exclusively ; 
but that no occasion has as yet arisen 
for their employment as Inspectors. I 
have already intimated that the question 
of the salary to be attached to the office 
of Assistant Commissivner will be con- 
‘sidered before the existing vacancy is 
‘filled. 
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POST OFFICE (IRELAND) —BELFAST— 
TELEGRAPH CLERKS. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.) asked the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whe- 
ther the Telegraph Clerks in Belfast 
are obliged to work without pay on cer- 
tain Sundays; whether they are paid 
for overtime at the same rate only as 
for ordinary duty; and, what is the 
length of their anaual holiday, and 
whether any representations have been 
made that it is not sufficient for the pre- 
servation of health ? 

Taz POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): In 
reply to the hon. Member, I have to 
state that the telegraphists at Belfast 
are not obliged to work without pay on 
any Sunday. The scale of wages was 
fixed in 1881 to cover an average of two 
hours’ work on Sundays. All work in 
excess of such average of two hours is 
specially paid for as overtime. Payment 
for overtime is at the same rate as for 
ordinary duty for the first three hours 
on a single occasion ; but 25 per cent is 
added for overtime in excess of that 
period. The length of annual holiday 
allowed to the telegraphists at Belfast 
varies from a fortuight to three weeks, 
according to their position and duties, 
as at other Provincial offices. It is not 
at all unusual for persons who wish for 
a little longer holiday to make repre- 
sentations of the character of those to 
which the hon. Member alludes, and 
such a one has been received from Bel- 
fast. I am considering the subject, and 
at the proper time shall announce the 
decision. 

Mr. SEXTON: May I ask if the re- 
gulations in force in Belfast are different 
from those in other towns ? 

Mr. RAIKES: I understand they are 
the same. 





"Inland Navigation 


THE TRUCK ACTS—INFRINGEMENT IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether he has 
obtained any further information as to 
the infringement of the Truck Acts in 
various parts of Scotland ; and, whether 
it is true that there are technical diffi- 
culties in enforcing those Acts in Scot- 
land; and, if yes, whether he will, 
during the recess, consider the advisa- 
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bility of introducing a Bill, next Session, 
enacting that all prosecutions under the 
Truck Acts may be brought in the 
Sheriffs’ Court by the Procurators Fiscal, 
whose expenses may be entered and re- 
payable as in other prosecutions ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marraews) (Birmingham, E.): In 
answer to the hon. Member, I regret to 
say that I have no further information 
on this subject as yet from Scotland. I 
have consulted the Lord Advocate as to 
the latter part of the Question, and he 
tells me that he is not aware of any 
technical difficulties in the way of en- 
forcing the Truck Acts in Scotland, and 
he does not advise any further legisla- 
tion on the subject. I may add that I 
am still prosecuting inquiries into the 
matter. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH: I wish to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether he is aware 
that these difficulties were expressly 
stated by the Truck Commissioners, and 
have never been altered since ? 

Tae LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. J. H. 
A. Macponatp) (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities): I am aware 
that certain difficulties were stated by 
the Commissioners ; but inquiries I have 
made as to the present state of the 
matter do not appear to indicate that 
there is any substantial difficulty now. 


INLAND NAVIGATION AND DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)—DRAINAGE OF 
LOUGH ERNE. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of lreland, If he has yet obtained the 
necessary information, or if the terms 
of reference have yet been settled, or, if 
not, when it is probable that they will 
be, so as to enable him to state the in- 
tention of the Government, as to re- 
ferring the matter of the drainage of 
Lough Erne with its tributaries, and 
the Ulster and Ballinamore Canals, to 
the proposed Commission on the de- 
velopment of Irish resources, having 
regard to the fact that the interests of a 
large district of the north west of Ire- 
land, including the counties of Cavan, 
Monaghan, Fermanagh, Leitrim, and 
Donegal, are affected thereby ? 

Tae OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Mrcnaet Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
This Question, as addressed to me, has 
only appearedon the Paper to-day ; and, 
therefore, I have not been able to make 
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myself acquainted with the precise posi- 
tion of the question of the drainage of 
Lough Erne. But I may say generally 
that the duty of the proposed Commis- 
sion will be to inquire what requires to 
be done to complete the arterial drainage 
of Ireland, and how that work should 
be carried out. Ifthe drainage of Lough 
Erne and its tributaries is not completed, 
or if arrangements for its completion 
have not been already entered into, it 
would fall within the scope of the Com- 
mission. 


INDIA—THE GOVERNOR OF MADRAS. 
Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Under Secretary of State for India, 
Whether the Governor of Madras visited 
the Viceroy at the end of last year at the 
public cost; whether he travelled by 
special train, with a large following ; 
whether he could have travelled by ordi- 
nary train at one-fifth of the sum the 
Indian Press reports has been charged 
in the public accounts ; whether it was 
absolutely necessary that the route 
should have been round by Bombay, 
Oodeypore, and Jeypore, and not by the 
direct and inexpensive route by sea, 
awaiting the Viceroy’s then impending 
return to Calcutta; and, whether there 
is any truth in this newspaper report ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Joun Gorsr) (Chatham): 
The Governor of Madras did visit the 
Viceroy of India at Simla at the end of 
1885. The Secretary of State has no 
official information as to his route, 
method of conveyance, or the persons 
by whom he was accompanied, nor can 
he say for what reason he visited the 
Viceroy at Simla rather than Calcutta. 
As to the cost of the journey, the Civil 
Travelling Allowance Code, Section 35, 
lays down that— 

“The travelling expenses of the Governor of 
Madras and Bombay and of their households 
are paid out of the contract allowance for house- 
hold charges ;”’ 
and the Secretary of State has noreason to 
suppose that this rule was departed from. 


FISHERY PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRE- 
LAND)—BUNDORAN PIER, CO. 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. BERNARD KELLY (Donegal, 
8.) asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
If it be a fact that a pier has been late. 
erected at Bundoran, county Donegal, 
by the Board of Works, at a cost of 
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about £4,000; if it is so short that it 
does not meet with the absolute neces- 
sities of the place, and that a small 
steamer which had been put on for the 
conveyance of passengers and fish from 
Killybegs to Bundoran, which is the 
nearest railway station, had to be given 
up in consequence of not being able to 
come alongside and discharge either 
assengers or fish; if the fisheries of 
megal Bay have lately been largely 
developed, and lar uantities of fish 
sent therefrom to the English markets, 
but that the trade is overweighted by 
the expense attendant on sending the 
fish a very long distance by road before 
it reaches a railway station, whilst a 
near one exists at Bundoran, if only the 
harbour were made convenient for land- 
ing at; and, if the Commissioners of 
Fisheries would approve of the exten- 
sion of the pier and improvement of the 
harbour, so as to effect the object so 
much desired; and, if so, would he 
authorize the Board of Works to make 
the improvements so necessary, and thus 
help the fishing industry of a poor dis- 
trict of count 
Tae SECRETARY to tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.) said, 
he would ask the hon. Member to post- 
pone this Question till Tuesday. He 
had made inquiry, and he understood a 
letter had been forwarded to the Com- 
missioners of Fisheries; but as yet no 
reply had been received. 


COMMISSIONERS OF IRISH LIGHTS— 
DONEGAL HARBOUR. 

Mr. BERNARD KELLY(Donegal,8.) 
asked the Secretary to the Board of Trade, 
If the entrance to Donegal is rendered 
dangerous by the existence of what is 
called the ‘‘ Blind Rock,” in the channel 
leading to that town, on which formerly a 
beacon tower was erected, but knocked 
down some years ago, and has never 
been rebuilt ; if, in its present state, the 
navigation of this narrow channel up to 
Donegal is rendered very difficult and 
unsafe, and is a great drawback, not 
only to the commercial interests of the 
town, but also to the fishing industry of 
the bay ; and, if the lighthouse tower at 
Fannad Point, Lough Swilly, is about 
to be taken down by the Commissioners 
of Irish Lights, and if he could induce 
that Board to have it moved to and 
erected on the ‘‘ Blind Rock ’’ in Done- 
gal Bay, so that the interests. of. that 








11 Vaccination 
town and the fishing industry, which 
has lately been considerably developed, 
might be assisted ? 

Tae SECRETARY ro raz BOARD 
(Baron Henry De Worms) (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth): There is no doubt that 
the entrance to Donegal Harbour is, as 
stated by the hon. Member, rendered 
dangerous to navigation by the existence 
of the Blind Rock. The Rock at present 
has no beacon; but it was formerly 
marked by an iron pole erected and 
maintained by those locally interested. 
With regard to the last part of the hon. 
Member’s Question, the Board of Trade 
are not in a position to make any defi- 
nite statement respecting the old Fannad 
Point Lighthouse; but I must point out 
that the expense of marking dangers 
which affect only the local trade of a 
port should be provided for by the 
locality. The Board of Trade, as cus- 
todians of the Mercantile Marine Fund, 
which is contributed by the general 

assing trade (and towards which fish- 
ing boats do not pay) are unable to 
recommend the Irish Lights Commis- 
sioners, who are the general lighting 
authority for Ireland, to mark such 
dangers at the expense of that Fund. 





PORTUGAL—MADEIRA—MR. MAXWELL 
WRIGHT, A BRITISH SUBJECT. 


Sir WHITTAKER ELLIS (Surrey, 
Kingston) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, If he is aware 
that Mr. Maxwell Wright, a British 
subject, is now waiting his trial on a 
question of offence against religion at 
Santa Cruz; that he has applied unsuc- 
cessfully to the Authorities at Lisbon to 
allow the trial to take place at Funchal ; 
and, whether the Foreign Office will take 
steps to insure him a fair hearing ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE (Sir James Fercusson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): This question has been 
before the Foreign Office for some time 
past. Her Majesty’s Consul in Madeira 
is under instructions to watch carefully 
the proceedings in the case, and to afford 
Mr. Wright all the assistance he pro- 
per'y can. Her Majesty’s Minister at 

isbon has, moreover, been instructed 
to request the friendly intervention of 
the Portuguese Government in order to 

rocure a change of venue to Funchal, 
if the case should be one for trial by 
jury; and the matter will not be lost 
sight of. 


Mr. Bernard Kelly 


{COMMONS} 
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THE NEW FOREST— SALES OF 
LAND. 


Smr WHITTAKER ELLIS (Surrey, 
Kingston) asked the Secretary to the 
Treasury, Whether it is the intention of 
the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s 
Woods and Forests to sell or otherwise 
dispose of the parcels of lands acquired 
by the Woods and Forests in the New 
Forest at Lyndhurst in Hampshire ? 

Tae SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): It 
is a little difficult to understand the pre- 
cise object of this Question. If it means 
whether any decision has been taken to 
dispose of particular lands in the New 
Forest I answer that no such decision 
has been come to. But, as the hon. 
Member will know, the Commissioners 
of Woods are constantly leasing or 
otherwise dealing with the lands under 
their care. 


VACCINATION CERTIFICATES— PUBLIC 
VACCINATORS (IRELAND). 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) asked 
the President of the Local Government 
Board, Whether it is a fact that certifi- 
cates of proficiency in vaccination can 
only be issued in Great Britain, by pub- 
lic vaccinators appointed by the Local 
Government Board ; whatis the number 
and distribution of these public vaccina- 
tors; and, whether any are appointed 
in and for Ireland ? 

Toe PRESIDENT (Mr. Rirente) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) : The 
certificates of proficiency in vaccination 
required as part of the qualifications for 
the appointment of public vaccinator in 
England can only be obtained at certain 
educational vaccination stations, which 
are subject to the inspection of the Local 
Government Board. Twenty public 
vaccinators in Great Britain have been 
authorized to grant such certificates ; 
the stations being at London, Birming- 
ham, Bristol, Exeter, Leeds, Liverpool, 
Manchester, Newcastle, Sheffield, Edin- 
burgh, and Glasgow. The Board have 
in the present year been applied to to au- 
thorize the grant of such certificates at 
Dublin, and have expressed their will- 
ingness to do so upon certain arrange- 
ments being made in order to assimilate 
the practice with regard to the issue of 
certificates throughout the United King- 
dom. Steps are now being taken for 


this purpose. 
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PRISONS ([RELAND)—CASE OF DANIEL 
ALLEN. 


Dr. TANNER (Oork Co., Mid) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether it is a 
fact that Daniel Allen, of Ballinaboy, 
Ballinhassig, who was imprisoned as a 
suspect in the year 1882, got his right 
collar bone broken on the 23rd April 
1882, in consequence of a door opening 
between the new and old yards being 
blown in upon him when passing; 
whether the accident was occasioned 
by neglect on the part of the officials; 
whether the door fastenings were suffi- 
cient on or before the date of the acci- 
dent in question; whether another pri- 
soner, Denis Lane, of Killumney, did, 
on a prior date, receive, in a similar 
manner, a violent blow from the same 
door; whether he called the official’s at- 
tention then and there to the want of a 
stay upon the door; whether a stay was 
attached to the back of the door about 
a week subsequent to Allen’s accident ; 
whether Daniel Allen received proper 
medical attention while suffering from 
the fracture; whether he was discharged 
from prison with the fractured bone 
entirely ununited, and with a useless 
right arm; whether it is a fact that he 
is still unable to use his right arm and 
work as he was accustomed to do for his 
own and his family’s (six in number) 
support; and, whether the Home Se- 
eretary will have the circumstances of 
the case inquired into, and will recom- 
mend his case to the benevolent atten- 
tion of Her Majesty’s Government ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Sir Micuagt Hicks-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.) (who replied) said, he had 
examined the Medical and Official Re- 
ports made at the time. The occurrence 
seemed to have been a pure accident. 
On the part of the officials, nothing was 
known of the circumstances alluded to in 
the Question. After the accident Lane 
received proper relief, and was dis- 
charged shortly afterwards. Possibly 
the bone was not completely united at 
the time. He did not see how he could 
recommend the case to the benevolent 
attention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 

Dr. TANNER asked, whether, con- 
sidering the sufferings of this poor man, 
and the fact that he was unable to earn 
his livelihood, the right hon. Gentle- 


{Szprzmper 10, 1886} 





(Jreland) Acte. 14 


man would not recommend the Govern- 
ment to take his case into consideration ? 


[No reply. ] 


POST OFFICE—RATES OF POSTAGE 
BETWEEN ENGLAND AND THE 
COLONIES. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury) asked the Postmaster General, 
Whether he intends to take any steps 
with reference to the anomalies and the 
high charges for postage between Eng- 
land and the various Colonies of the 
British Empire ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : 
The completion of the Postal Union by 
the adhesion of the few British Colo- 
nies still outside it offers the most 
practical means of removing anomalies 
and reducing charges. Such a step 
depends more upon the Colonial com- 
munities than the Imperial Post Office ; 
but the hon. Member may rest assured 
that all possible encouragement and 
assistance will be given towards the 
entry of the remaining Colonies into the 
Union, and the consequent assimilation 
of rates of postage. I can assure my 
hon. Friend that I take a great in- 
terest in this question, and that I am 
in continual communication with the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, with 
the view of fully ascertaining the opinion 
of the Colonies on this subject. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON asked, 
whether the right hon.Gentleman would 
agree to grant an inquiry as to the 
feasibility of cheapening postage with 
our Colonies; also, whether he would 
give an assurance that no contract would 
be entered into which would preclude 
the introduction of an Imperial penny 
postage? The reason he asked this was 
that he was informed a new contract 
was about to be signed. 

Mr. RAIKES said, he should require 
notice of that Question. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS— 
NEWCASTLE GUARDIANS - SCHEME 
AT ABBEYFEALE. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Lime- 
rick, W.) asked the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenantof Ireland, Whether 
his attention has been called to the con- 
dition of the labourers in the district 
of Abbeyfeale, union of Newcastle ; 
whether the sanitary authority of the 
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said union prepared a scheme for two 
hundred helbeecha? cottages, and for- 
warded a petition to the Local Govern- 
ment Board to inquire into the scheme 
on the 15th of April last; whether an 
inquiry was held in June, and a letter 
forwarded from the Local Government 
Board in July, stating that instructions 
for the preparation of a Provisional 
Order had been issued; if he will state 
the reason why this Order is delayed ; 
and, whether he will urge the respon- 
sible officials to proceed with the neces- 
sary steps to complete the scheme with 
some degree of expedition ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
It is true that a scheme for the erection 
of a large number of labourers’ cot- 
tages was submitted by the Newcastle 
Guardians in April last, and that some 
delay has occurred in carrying it out; 
but this is attributable partly to the 
extent of the scheme, but mainly to the 
omission of necessary documents and 
other irregularities on the part of the 
Guardians. However, a draft order will 
be sent to the Guardians by the Local 
Government Board before their next 
meeting. 





ADMIRALTY —MR. C.J. COX, PRINCIPAL 
CLERK. 

Ste RICHARD TEMPLE( Worcester, 
Evesham) asked the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, Whether Mr. ©. J. Cox, 
Principal Clerk in the Admiralty, has 
been retired; from what date; and, on 
what terms as regards pension ? 

Tue SECRETARY to rae ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Forwoop) (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) : In reply to the hon. Member 
for Worcester I have to say that it has 
been arranged for Mr. Cox to retire, and 
that negotiations are pending with the 
Treasury to determine the terms of pen- 
sion, pending the settlement of which 
the date of retirement has not been 
fixed ; but I will urge the matter forward 
to a conclusion. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY--EX- 
CONSTABLE EDWARD M‘ENTER. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE(DublinOo., 
8.) asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, If Ex-Constable 
Edward M'‘Enter, of Newry, will be 
allowed his full retiring pension of £41 
a-year, in consideration of the fact that 
during his twenty years’ service in the 


Mr, William Abraham (Limerick, W.) 
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Royal Irish Constabulary he was only 
fined five times, and paid the full penalty 
each time ? 

Tue OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnart Hicxs-Bzacu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, the constable named 
retired six and a-half years ago. The 
man’s pension was fixed below the maxi- 
mum on account of previous miscon- 
duct. He had been punished six times 
for various offences. The last occasion 
occurred only a few months before his 
retirement, and on that occasion he was 
not only punished, but warned of his dis- 
missal. He (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 
thought that, on the whole, he had been 
leniently dealt with. 


FISHERY PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRE- 
LAND)—PIER AT ENNISCRORIE, CO. 
SLIGO. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.) asked the Secretary to the 
Treasury, What was the date appointed 
by contract for the completion of the 
pier at Enniscrorie, county Sligo; whe- 
ther complaints have been made by the 
fishermen of the district as to loss and 
suffering caused to them by the delay ; 
and, what steps will be taken to secure 
the prompt completion of the work ? 

Tae SECRETARY to roe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.), in 
reply, said, the contract for the comple- 
tion of this pier was dated October last. 
He was not aware that any former com- 
plaints had been made up to date. He 
was informed that the delay had been 
caused by the bad weather. The con- 
tract would be completed as quickly as 
possible. He had caused a letter to be 
written calling special attention to the 
matter. 

Mr. SEXTON : Does the hon. Gentle- 
man mean the House to understand that 
there has been bad weather all the time 
since last October ; and will the Govern- 
ment take steps to exact from the con- 
tractor the penalties for default in this 
matter ? 

Mr. JACKSON said, the question of 
exacting of penalties was a question 
which would have to be considered if it 
was thought necessary to do so. He 
supposed these penalties would be ex- 
acted if the default was due to causes 
over which the contractor had complete 
control; but he had been told that the 
delay had been due to the prevalence of 
difficulties over which he had not con- 
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trol. He would make further inquiry 
into the matter. 

Mr. P. M‘DONALD (Sligo, N.): 
May I ask the hon. Gentleman if he can 
say when the work is likely to be com- 
pleted ? 

Mr. JACKSON : I have no informa- 
tion as to that. It does not appear in 
the Question. 


LAW AND POLICE (IRELAND)—ACTION 
OF THE POLICE AT BALLYRUSH, 
co. SLIGO. 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.) asked the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whe- 
ther, at twelve o’clock on the night of 
the 29th of June last, District Inspector 
Smith, of Riverstown, county Sligo, ac- 
companied by Acting Sergeant Glennon 
and a constable, demanded admission to 
the house of Mr. Willis, Ballyrush, and, 
having entered the house, proceeded to 
search it; whether District Inspector 
Smith unlocked, by means of a key 
which he had brought with him, a box, 
the property of the Ballyrush Branch of 
the Irish National League, and examined 
the papers contained in it; and, what 
were the reasons and authority for this 
proceeding ? 

Tue OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
MicuaEt Hicks-Bzacu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, he was afraid he could not 
answer the Question, as he had not had 
time to receive the necessary information. 

Mr. SEXTON said, he would repeat 
the Question on Monday. 


TRADE. AND COMMERCE — FOREIGN 
LABOUR IN THE TOWER HAMLETS 
—THE CENSUS. 


Carratn COLOMB (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow, &c.) asked the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, Whether his attention 
has been drawn to an alleged accumula- 
tion of Foreign labour in the Tower 
Hamlets; whether it is in contempla- 
tion to include in statistics relating to 
labour any information as to the nature 
and extent of Foreign competition in 
the labour market of the United King- 
dom ; and, whether any record is kept 
of the immigration of Foreigners from 
European Countries into the United 
Kingdom ? 

Taz SECRETARY to raz BOARD 
(Baron Henry De Worms) (Liverpool, 
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East Toxteth): The Board of Trade 
have observed the statements in the 
public Press as to an alleged accumula- 
tion of foreign labour in the Tower 
Hamlets. It will be the daty of the 
officers engaged in the collection of 
labour statistics, when the Department 
is fully organized, to give their attention 
to such matters, and publish statistics 
and other information regarding them. 
It is intended that the Labour Corre- 
spondent, who willenter on his duties next 
month, should give special attention to 
subjects of this class. There is no record 
of the immigration of foreigners into 
the United Kingdom ; but substantially 
the information desired is given in the 
Census, which contains a record of the 
foreign population resident in the 
United Kingdom. 


AFRICA (SOUTH)—ANNEXATION OF 
NATIVE TERRITORY — THE PONDOS 
AND XESIBES. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, ~~) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, Whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have made a fresh annexa- 
tion of native territory in South Africa 
to the Cape Colony, and on what ground; 
and, whether it is the policy of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government to make-over to the 
Cape Government (without representa- 
tion) Pondos and Xesibes near the coast, 
while tracts in the interior not accessible 
from the sea are held by the British Go- 
vernment ? 

Tar SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
I. Srannore) (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) : 
Yes, Sir; it is true that the Xesibe 
country has been annexed. During 
this year the relations between the 
Xesibes and the Pondos being very 
strained, it was represented to Lord 
Granville by the Cape Ministry, the 
Cape Parliament, the Acting Governor, 
om by Sir Hercules Robinson that the 
formal annexation of the country to the 
Cape Colony was expedient, and would 
promote the chances of a peaceful 
settlement of existing difficulties. Lord 
Granville adopted that advice, and re- 
commended Her Majesty to effect an . 
annexation which was highly acceptable 
to the Xesibes. To the second Question 
my answer is that the subject of re- 

resentation in the Transkei districts 
as been recently under cousideration ; 
but no action has yet been taken. 
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EGYPT—INTERNAL ADMINISTRATION 
—THE PAPERS. 


Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether he is 
yet prepared to lay upon the Table any 
Papers throwing light on the internal 
administration of Egypt in 1885 and 
1886, and especially showing whether 
any real bond fide attempt is being made 
to put in practice the autonomous in- 
stitutions recommended by Lord Dufferin 
and decreed by the Khedive ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir James Feravsson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): Papers are on the point 
of being distributed showing the pro- 
gress in the internal administration of 
Egypt up toa recent date. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL: Will 
the hon. Gentleman say when imme- 
diately means ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON : I made 
inquiry to-day, and I am told that 
Papers may be expected in the course 
of next week. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked, 
whether the Papers would include any 
information as to the administration of 
the Daira Loan ? 

Sm JAMES FERGUSSON said, he 
could not say at that moment that that 
would he included; but he would in- 
form the hon. Member on Monday. 


WALES—THE AGITATION AGAINST 
TITHE. 

Mr. J. G. HUBBARD (London) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether it has come 
to his notice that the agitation against 
tithe in Wales, instigated by the Libe- 
ration Society, is conducted by bodies of 
men bound in writing to resist the pay- 
ment of the tithe, which is a legal 
liability under their several tenures; 
and, whether combinations organized to 
resist the discharge of legal obligations 
and obstruct the recovery of just claims 
are conspiracies, subjecting those en- 
gaged in them to the penalties statutably 
provided for such offences ? 

Mr. BORLASE (Cornwall, St. Aus- 
tell): Arising out of this Question, I 
beg to ask the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman a supplemental one, of which, 
on seeing this Notice on the Paper, I 


have given him private Notice, Whether, 
taking into consideration the wide diver- 
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sity of opinion as to the origin and 
nature of tithe, the liability which, under 
certain conditions, exists or may not 
exist to the payment of it, the continuous 
depression in agriculture, and the strong 
feeling which is rife in regard to this 
species of burden, Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment will take into consideration the 
advisability of appointing a Royal Com- 
mission to inquire into the whole 
subject ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): I have 
no knowledge of the facts referred to 
in my right hon. Friend’s Question— 
namely, that in Wales men are bound 
in writing to resist the payment of tithes. 
The latter part of the Question is a 
question of law, on which the Law Offi- 
cers of the Crown, and not myself, could 
properly give an opinion ; but I appre- 
hend that where organized efforts are 
actually made to resist or obstruct the 
process of law, that would amount toa 
conspiracy punishable at Common Law. 
In reply to the hon. Member for the 
Mid Division of Cornwall (Mr. Borlase) 
I have to say that, in the opinion of Her 
Majesty’s Government, sufficient reasons 
do not exist for the appointment of a 
Royal Commission to inquire into the 
question of tithe. 


INDIA—THE AFGHAN FRONTIER— 
THE RAILWAY TO QUETTA. 

Sirk HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for India, Whether the Railway to 
Quetta is now open for traffic; and, 
what is the condition of the Railway in 
the direction of Candahar ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Joun Gorsr) (Chatham): 
The Railway through the Bolan Pass 
reached Quetta on the 26th of July last. 
That by the Harnai route is still under 
construction. Preliminary surveys have 
been made beyond Quetta in the direc- 
tion of Candahar. 


LAW AND JUSTICE — CODIFICATION 
OF THE CRIMINAL LAW. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, N.E.) 
asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
If the Government will, during the re- 
cess, consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing a Bill to consolidate and codify 
the Criminal Law ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rxz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotro CxvunrcHi11) 
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(Paddington, re The subject is un- 
doubtedly one of first-class importance, 
and I earnestly hope it may bo in the 
power of the Government to deal with 
it before any great lapse of time. 


LAW AND JUSTICE—THE REVISED 
STATUTES—ISSUE OF A NEW AND 
CHEAP EDITION. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, N.E.) 
asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
If the Government will, during the re- 
cess, consider the advisability of issuing 
in a cheap octavo form a new edition of 
the Revised Statutes, with index and 
tables up to date, with the view of bring- 
ing the Statute Law of England within 
the means and reach of a larger class 
of readers ? 

THe CHANCELLOR or rue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranvotpu CxuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, 5). in reply, said, the 
Government would consider the advisa- 
bility of carrying out the proposal re- 
ferred to, provided always that the new 
edition could be issued without loss to 
the Treasury. 


THE FRANCHISE ACTS, 1885—EXTRA 
REMUNERATION TO POOR LAW 
OFFICIALS. 


Mr. O'HANLON (Cavan, E.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether the Govern- 
ment intend to pass a similar grant to 
that given by the late Government for 
the purpose of remunerating Clerks of 
Unions and Poor Rate Collectors for 
their services in completing the Parlia- 
mentary List of Voters in Ireland ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnartt Hicks-Bracu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, he could only repeat the 
answer which he had previously given. 


ARMY—CHARGES AGAINST THE ORD- 
NANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Sm HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, Whether his attention has been 
called to a further letter from Colonel 
Hope, published in The Times newspaper, 
and to a communication circulated to 
Members by Captain Armit; and, whether 
he now considers that, for the protection 
of the branches of the War Department 
alleged to be implicated in the matters 
referred to in these communications, as 
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well as in the interest of the public ser- 
vice, and for the satisfaction of the 
Country generally, it is expedient to 
appoint a Royal Commission with full 
power to take evidence, to award pro- 
tection to witnesses, and to report on all 
such matters so referred to as may be 
laid before them ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Sarrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
I have already explained to the Houss 
that I have invited from Colonel Hope 
and from any other person a statement 
of facts, and bave undertaken myself to 
consider, and also to take the opinion of 
the Law Officers, whether such state- 
ment would justify proceedings before 
any Court. Every document I have 
received has been submitted to the Law 
Officers; and they advise that none of 
the documents contain any allegations 
which would justify me in taking any 
legal proceedings, civil or criminal, or 
would, in their opinion, warrant the ap- 
pointment of a Royal Commission with 
the powers suggested in the Question. 

Str HENRY TYLER said, that, in 
uence of the answer of the right 


cons 
hon. Gentleman, he would move at an 
early date— 


ient to appoint a Royal 


“That it is ex 
wers to examine wit- 


Commission with full 
nesses and report on all matters that may be 
referred to them in connection with the charges 
so constantly and persistently brought against 
certain branches of the War Department.” 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT—AMEND- 
MENT OF ACT. 


Mr. F. 8. POWELL (Wigan) asked 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, Whether the Government in- 
tend to introduce a Bill early next Ses- 
sion to amend the Employers’ Liability 
Act ? 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews): Yes, Sir; I hope the Go- 
vernment will be able in the course of 
next Session to introduce a Bill amend- 
ing the Employers’ Liability Act. 


FISHERY PIERS AND HARBOURS 
(IRELAND)—CAPPAGH PIER, KILRUSH. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, If the Kilrush Town Oom- 
missioners are now an urban sanitary 
authority ; if, as such, they should have 
charge of the Cappagh Pier, Kilrush ; 
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if the Board of Trade has been commu- 
nicated with repeatedly on the matter; 
if, up to the present, no satisfactory reply 
or information has been received; and, 
if the Department will be instructed at 
once to perfect the arrangements by 
which the pier will be handed over to 
the Kilrush Commissioners ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuazt Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, he must ask the hon. 
Member to postpone the Question, as he 
had not been able to obtain the neces- 
sary information. 

Mr. JORDAN said, he would post- 
pone it till Monday. 





ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE—THE BAR 
LIBRARY—ELECTRIC LIGHTING. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) asked the First Commissioner of 
Works, What is the cause of the delay 
in carrying out the long promised exten- 
sion of the electric light to the Bar 
Library at the Law Courts; and, whe- 
ther he will undertake to complete the 
arrangements before the close of the 
Long Vacation ? 

Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Puionxet) (Dublin University): It was 
impossible to begin the work of extending 
the electric lighting to the Bar Library 
at the Royal Courts of Justice while the 
Courts were sitting. The necessary ar- 
rangements are now being made, and 
will, I am assured, be completed before 
the close of the Long Vacation. 


POST OFFICE—MEDICAL STAFF, 
GENERAL POST OFFICE—DR. FIELD. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S8.W.) asked the Postmaster General, 
In what capacity and by what authority 
a Dr. Field, whose name does not ap- 
pear among the Medical Staff, was em- 

loyed at the General Post Office in July 
ast in the examination of officers who 
had previously forwarded from their 
own medical men certificates of unfitness 
for duty ; how long Dr. Field was em- 
ployed ; how much he was paid; and, 
who paid him ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): Dr. 
Field was employed for five weeks under 


the authority of my Predecessor, and 
paid at the rate of £3 3s. a-week, out of 
the sum of £100 provided for the pur- 
pose of paying substitutes in the absence 


Mr. Jordan 
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of the medical officer on annual leave. 
The amount will be seen at page 76 of 
the Estimates. His duty was to per- 
form all the duties attaching to the officer 
whose duty he was taking. 


SUPPLY—POST OFFICE ESTIMATES— 
CLERKS IN THE SAVINGS BANK 
DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) asked the Postmaster General, 
If he will be good enough to explain 
the following discrepancy: in the Post 
Office Estimates 200 clerks of the Third 
Class in the Savings Bank Department 
are charged for, whereas it appears from 
the Post Office Directory that there are 
only 107 clerks of that class? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarkes) (Cambridge University): The 
explanation is that Clause 4 of the Order 
in Council of 1876 lays down that no 
vacancies in the third class of the branch 
referred to should be filled up except 
by the appointment of Lower Division 
Clerks ; and a note appears in the Post 
Office Establishment Book to the effect 
that clerks borne on the Lower Division 
Class in excess of the authorized num- 
ber count against vacancies in the third 
class. I shall be very glad to avail my- 
self of the suggestion of the hon. Mem- 
ber to adjust the numbers of the respec- 
tive classes, and will confer with the 
Treasury on the subject before the next 
Estimates are prepared. 


PRISONS ACT—SITE OF CLERKEN- 
WELL PRISONS. 


Carraiyn PENTON (Finsbury, Cen- 
tral) asked the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, Whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will place at the 
disposal of the Clerkenwell Vestry the 
site of the Clerkenwell Prisons for 
building purposes, at a reasonable rate, 
as at present the ground is unremunera- 
tive, and adds to the burdens of the rate- 
payers? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): The 
Government are prepared to sell to the 
Clerkenwell Vestry the site of the 
Clerkenwell Prisons for building pur- 

oses at the fair value of the site. The 

overnment are, in effect, trustees of 
the site for the Justices of the County, 
and would not be justified in selling the 
site below its value. 
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ARMY—CHARGES AGAINST THE 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
asked the Secretary of State for War, 
Whether (if he adheres to his deter. 
mination not to propose a Commission 
of Inquiry into the conduct of the Ord- 
nance Department on the evidence now 
before him) he will take the opinion 
of the Law Officers as to whether any 
of the published charges against the 
Department and its officers are libels, 
and punishable as such; and, whether, 
if the Law Officers answer this ques- 
tion in the affirmative, he will con- 
sider the propriety of instituting a pro- 
secution ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
Having regard to the circumstances 
under which the documents have been 
communicated to me, I consider that it 
would not be proper for me to express 
any opinion whether the allegations are 
or are not libellous; or to instigate any 
prosecution in respect of them. I am 
informed that one action for libel is 
already pending; and should any libel- 
lous matter be published any persons 
concerned can pursue the ordinary re- 
medies. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON: My Question 
refers, not to the documents which have 
been confidentially communicated to the 
right hon. Gentleman, but to the pub- 
lished charges which have appeared in 
many newspapers affecting the Ordnance 
Department. 

Mr. W. H. SMITH: I am advised 
that they do not constitute matter on 
which it would be possible for me to 
take any proceedings. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman been advised that the 
public charges against the officers of the 
Ordnance Department, and not naming 
individuals, cannot be the subject of a 
criminal action ? 

Mr. W. H. SMITH: I have given 
my answer to the hon. Gentleman’s 
Question, and I must leave him to in- 
terpret it as he thinks fit. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—PENSIONS 
TO TEACHERS. 


Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.) asked 
the Vice President of the Committee of 
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Council, Whether it is the practice, in 
awarding pensions to teachers, under 
Article 134 of the Education Code, to 
exclude applicants who, having fulfilled 
all the conditions approved by Parlia- 
ment, have been in receipt of incomes 
of £120 a-year, or of £110, with a resi- 
dence ; and, if so, upon what authority, 
and by whose direction, such exclu- 
sion of qualified claimants have been 
made? 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT (Sir Heyry 
Hoxtanp) (Hampstead): No, Sir; such 
is not the practice. 

Mr. CONWAY asked the Vice Pre- 
sident of the Committee of Council, 
Whether he will extend the benefit of 
Article 134 of the Code (Pensions) to 
those teachers who entered as pupil 
teachers while the old Pension Minutes 
were in force—namely, before 6th 
August 1862 ? 

Srrk HENRY HOLLAND: I have no 
power to extend the operation of Ar- 
ticle 134 without a new Minute under 
the sanction of the Treasury. The ques- 
tion has been frequently raised and de- 
cided in the negative, and I see no rea- 
son to make any change. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION—RETURNS. 

Mr. PARNELL (Cork) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether he will lay upon 
the Table of the House, prior to the 
Debate on the Tenants’ Relief (Ireland) 
Bill, Returns up to the most recent date 
attainable (in continuation of Command 
Paper 4803) ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnart Hicks-Beacu) (Bristol, W.): 
There has been some delay, the reason 
for which I do not know, in the circula- 
tion of the Return for May and June; 
but it is ready, and will be circulated 
very shortly. I have received a tele- 
gram from the Land Commissioners to 
the effect that the Return for July will 
be ready for presentation on Tuesday 
next. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—THE 
BARBAVILLA PRISONERS. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the followin 
statement made by Constable Fitzgerald 
with reference to the witnesses in the 
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case of the Barbavilla prisoners since 
the trials :— 

“On a morning immediately after young 
M‘Keon was brought from Clonmel to witness’s 
depdt, business oe me at an early hour 
from another part of the city towards the depdt. 
I came up to old M‘Keon and Head Constable 
Lynch, who were standing about ten or fifteen 
yards from the depdt. We spoke to each other, 
and the conversation turned on the Barbavilla 
case. Lynch said Pat (meaning M‘Keon, then 
present) was trying to help him with it. He 
then said he had M‘Keon’s son there, but could 
get nothing out of him. Old M‘Keon then 
said, ‘When I have a talk with him it will be 
all right,’ or, ‘Let me have a talk with him and 
it will be allright.’ Tasked Lynch if he meant 
to do so, when he clearly gave me to understand 
that he did. In fact, old M‘Keon said he had 
come up from Castlepollard expressly for the 
purpose with him (Lynch). In a very few 
minutes after this I saw both father and son 
together in a room in the upper part of the 
building. 

“Mavrice Firzgerap, Sergeant.’’ 
Whether, at the trials, Judge Lawson 
made use of the following observa- 
tion :— 

«To insinuate,’ said he, ‘ that the M‘Keons 
had interviews while in the hands of the police, 
is to insinuate that the very sources of justice 
are polluted, and he scouted the insinuation as 
an impossibility ;’”’ 
whether Constable Fitzgerald is at pre- 
sent in the Constabulary force, and bears 
a most exemplary character ; and, whe- 
ther, having regard to the above facts, 
he will cause a sworn inquiry into the 
means by which the convictions were 
obtained ? 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said, he had been 
asked by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland to answer this 
Question, as it was on a subject with 
which he had been already acquainted. 
He had to say that, although he had 
most carefully read all the Papers con- 
nected with this matter last year, yet, 
considering the nature of the subject, 
he would not like to answer the Question 
without having had an opportunity of 
refreshing his memory by going over 
the Papers again. If the hon. Member 
put down the Question for Tuesday, most 
likely he would be able to answer it then. 

Mr. TUITE said, the Votes for the 
salaries of the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Lord Lieutenant would then be 
disposed of, and he might not have 
an opportunity of impugning their ac- 
tion. 


Mr. Tutte 
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Committee of Supply. 


AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS (SCOT- 
LAND)—APPOINTMENT OF A 
COMMISSION. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness) asked the 
Secretary for Scotland, If in view of the 

robability of future legisiation regard- 
ing the tenure of land and the condition 
of agriculture, he will appoint a Com- 
mittee or Commission to inquire into the 
condition of the farm servants or agri- 
cultural labourers of Scotland, as to 
their system of service, hours of labour, 
the extent to which the bothy system 
is still carried on, and the moral and 
physical results of that system ? 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour) (Manchester, E.): 
So far as I am aware, there is no imme- 
diate prospect of any legislation of the 
character indicated by the Question of 
the hon. Member; and, looking to the 
very able and exhaustive Reports of the 
last Royal Commission on agricultural 
employment, I see no reason to institute 
any further inquiries, which could not, 
in my opinion, be confined to Scotland. 
The fourth Report of the Commission, 
published in 1870, deals exclusively 
with Seotland, and refers especially to 
the bothy system. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS—COMMITTEE OF 
SUPPLY—INCORRECT ENTRY IN 
VOTES. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): I wish to put a Question to you, 
Sir, before you leave the Chair. Last 
night, in Committee of Supply, my hon. 
Friend the Member for Mid Cork (Dr. 
Tanner) moved to report Progress, but 
afterwards asked leave to withdraw the 
Motion. The Motion, thereupon, was 
withdrawn ; but in the Votes printed to- 
day I find that it is stated that the 
Motion was negatived. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have no cogniz- 
ance of what takes place in Committee 
of Supply. I am only cognizant of 
those matters which take place when 
I am in the Chair. 

Mr. SEXTON: All I wish to ask 
you, Sir, is whether, if my representa- 
tion of the vote is correct, it will not be 
proper to correct the entry in the Votes? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
had better make a representation to the 
Chairman of Committees. I have no 
doubt thatif any mistake has been com- 
mitted, it will at once be rectified. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
Suprty—considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Crass II.—Sararies anpD EXpENsts oF 
Civit DEPARTMENTS. 


[ Mr. Courtney in the Chair. } 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
S.): I beg to move, Mr. Courtney, that 
the entry in the Votes in reference to 
the Motion of my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Mid Cork (Mr. Parnell) last 
night to report Progress be amended 
by stating that the Motion was with- 
drawn and not negatived. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: My recollection 
does not coincide with that of the hon. 
Member. The hon. Member for Mid 
Cork moved to report Progress; I put 
the Question from the Chair, and it was 
negatived. 


(1.) £3,767, to complete the sum for 
Friendly Societies Registry. 


(2.) £10,111, to complete the sum for 
Land Commissioners for England. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): The 
Report of the Land Commissioners 
shows that the Commissioners have very 
little work to do. Last year they ap- 
pear only to have had four applications 
before them—two for the regulation 
and two for the inclosure of commons. 
I do not find that the amount of work 
performed is in any respect adequate to 
the sum of money voted for this Com- 
mission. Indeed, the duties of the 
Commissioners are preposterously small, 
and yet there is a Parliamentary Vote 
amounting this year to £24,509 for the 
Commission. I venture to say that 
there is not a single Land Commission 
Court in Ireland which does not do 10 
times the amount of work in a month 
that this Commission transacts in the 
course of 12 months. I should like to 
have some explanation of this extra- 
ordinary sum. Upon the face of the 
Vote there is comparatively no work 
whatever done by these three Commis- 
sioners for the amount of salary they 
receive. Unless I obtain a satisfactory 
explanation from the Government, I 
shall certainly move to reduce the Vote 
by the amount of the salaries of the 
Commissioners. 
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Tut UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tae HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Srvart-Worttzy) (Shef- 
field, Hallam): I will answer the 
remarks of the hon. Gentleman as far 
as I have been able to gather from 
them the P pia of his complaint. I 
understand him to say that the business 
of the Land Commission does not re- 
ceive that amount of attention from 
the Land Commissioners which it de- 
mands. 

Mr. CLANCY : No; that is not my 
complaint. What I submit is that a 
very small number of applications come 
before them, and for that work they are 
paid the enormous sum of £24,000 
a-year. The hon. Gentleman does not 
appear to have read the Report of the 
Commission. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY: I can 
assure the hon. Gentleman that appli- 
cations for inclosures are not the only 
matters which the Land Commissioners 
have to deal with. There are many 
other things they have to attend to, and 
during the year they do a great deal of 
work. Their functions are exercised 
under the Acts which create the Com- 
mission to which they are attached. In 
addition, there are duties thrown upon 
them under the Acts which relate to the 
improvements of landed estates. 

rn. CLANCY: I have only drawn 
attention to the facts which are stated in 
the Report of the Commission ; and I re- 
peat that there seems to be a very small 
amount of work done in comparison 
with the amount of money voted for the 
Commission. On the face of this Report 
it is not difficult to understand why Sir 
James Caird can apply himself once a 
week to writing letters to Zhe Times on 
matters that he does not seem to under- 
stand very much about. It is true that 
a sum of £18,000 has been paid into 
the Exchequer out of the fees received 
by the Commission ; but a clerk paid at 
the rate of £100 a-year would have 
been quite sufficient to receive those 
fees, and one Commissioner with £5,000 
a-year would be quite adequate to dis- 
charge the rest of the duties of the 
Office. I beg to move that the Vote be 
reduced by the sum of £15,181. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: I must point 
out to the hon. Member that the total 
amount of the Vote is only £10,000. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): The hon. Member can move the 
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rejection of the remaining portion of 
the Vote. 

Mr. OLANOY: I find, under the 
head of the expenses of this Commis- 
sion, that the items amount to £15,181; 
but, of course, a portion of that sum 
has already been voted on account. I 
beg to move the rejection of the 
Vote. 

TaeCHANCELLOR or rut EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn Cuvurcuit1) 
(Paddington, 8.): The hon. Gentleman 
will excuse me if I say his remarks 
were couched in so extremely low a 
tone of voice that scarcely any of them 
reached the Treasury Bench. I under- 
stand that he objects to the cost of 
the Land Commission for England. I 
think the hon. Member can have very 
little idea of the enormous amount of 
work this Land Commission has to do. 
The whole of the duties of the Inclo- 
sure Commission fall upon it, and they 
involve considerable and very arduous 
labours. In the next place, advances of 

ublic money, which are made for the 
improvement of land estates under the 
Inclosure Acts, are made by the Land 
Commission ; and those advances repre- 
sent a very considerable sum. The 
Land Commission has also other duties 
which devolve upon it under the Settled 
Land Act of 1881. The Land Commis- 
sioners have also large duties thrown 
upon them in connection with the Tithe 
Commission. I happened the other day 
to meet Sir James Caird, and he told 
me that his time, and that of his 
Colleagues, was occupied, to a consider- 
able extent, in consequence of the 
labours thrown upon the Commission in 
connection with the extraordinary tithe 


Supply— Civil 


in Kent. I understood him to say that 
it would occupy a greater part of the 
time of the Commission for the next six 


months. I have never heard it alleged 
within recent years that the Land Com- 
mission for England was not accom- 

lishing most valuable work, and that 
it was well worth the money laid out 
= it. I feel quite sure that the hon. 

ember would not wish to deprive Sir 
James Caird of the position and salary 
he enjoys for the duties he performs, 
because I understand that, at the pre- 
sent moment, Sir James Caird is one of 
the great authorities on land on which 
the Party opposite most rely in eonnec- 
tion with their policy under the Land 
Act. 


Mr. Sexton 
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Mr. OLANOY: I will pass by the 
sneer which the noble Lord made as to 
the nature of my remarks. All I will 
say is that they are founded on the con- 
tents of this Report, which I do not 
believe the noble Lord can have read. 
Indeed, nobody on the Treasury Bench 
appears to have read it. Anybody 
who has read it will see at once the 
small amount of business which has 
been transacted by the Commissioners. 
I defy anyone to read that Report, and 
to say that the amount of business done 
is in any degree proportionate to the 
amount of money pee upon it. I shall 
certainly go to a division if the noble 
Lord will not give some assurance that 
he will require from the Commissioners 
a Return of the number of days’ work 
they transact in a year, and the hours 
they are occupied each day. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I admit that the Vote has not been very 
fully explained; but upon the Report a 
fuller explanation will be given by some- 
one more intimately acquainted with the 
Department. 

Mr. CLANCY: Will the noble Lord 
require from the Commissioners a Re- 
turn of the number of days’ work they 
transact in a year? 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
No; I cannot do that. 

Mr. CLANCY : Such a Return is re- 

uired from the Judges of the County 
urt in Ireland. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I have already promised that a fuller 
explanation will be given on the Re- 


ort. 

J Mr. CLANCY: I think that would 
be altogether too late. I wish to make 
this further remark. It has struck me, 
as anew Member, that it is extraordi- 
nary what pains the House of Com- 
mons takes in sending out Commis- 
sioners, and in printing Reports, and 
then the extraordinary laxity it dis- 
oe on the part of Mem- 
ers in charge of the Votes—to make 
themselves masters of the contents of the 
Reports presented to them. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): The 
noble Lord the Leader of the Govern- 
ment in this House has certainly failed 
to givea satisfactory explanation of this 
Vote. Sir James Caird may be a very 
able gentleman ; but, at the same time, 
it does not appear that the Land Com- 
missioners have any sufficient amount 
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of work to transact. I, therefore, think 
it ought to be amalgamated with some 
other Office, so that the abilities of the 
present officials might be utilized in 
some other direction. The noble Lord 
has stated that one of the duties con- 
nected with the Office is the control 
of loans to landlords for the improve- 
ment of land in this country. Now, 
I maintain that the lending of money 
by the Government for the purpose of 
improving land is not a proper outlay 
of public money. We know of many 


cases where money has been ostensibly. 


borrowed for the purpose of improving 
land which has really been utilized for 
some other purpose, and certificates have 
been taken from engineers or surveyors 
certifying that there has been a larger 
outlay than was originally expected. I 
have been informed by an hon. Friend 
that he went one day with a certain 
surveyor to survey the land upon which 
an outlay of this nature was taking 
place. I believe it had some connection 
with drainage ; but the entire extent of 
the survey made by this gentleman 
was that he stood on one of the fences 
and surveyed with his eye the amount 
of drainage alleged to have taken place. 
That is one sample of the way in which 
the public money is expended. I quite 
agree with my hon. Friend the Member 
for North Dublin (Mr. Clancy) that the 
expense incurred in the payment of 
these Commissioners is altogether dis- 
proportionate to the work they have to 
do; and, in the next place, I contend 
that part of the work they do is work 
that should not be undertaken by this 
or any other Government. Another 
part of the duty of these gentlemen is 
to give certificates as to expenditure 
upon life property. I do not see why 
there should be a tribunal of that sort 
paid by the State; at any rate, the per- 
sons who derive benefit from the service 
rendered should recoup the Government 
for the expenditure incurred in main- 
taining a staff to carry out the survey. 
In this particular instance it does not 
appear to me that any amount of fees 
charged would be sufficient to recoup 
the country for the expenditure in- 
curred. 

Mrz. BRADLAUGH (Northampton): 
I understand the noble Lord to give 
an unconditional promise that upon the 
Report the Minister in charge of the 
Vote shall make an explanation in order 
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to meet the objections which have been 
raised. Under these circumstances there 
would be clearly an opportunity of di- 
viding upon the Vote if the explanation 
was not considered satisfactory. The hon. 
Member has done good service in point- 
ing out what the Vote is; but I think, 
in view of the promise which has been 
made, he may now withdraw his oppo- 
sition to the Vote. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Oo., N.): My 
principal object in calling attention to 
the matter, and not taking a division 
upon it, was to enter a protest against 
what I consider to be a scandal in pass- 
ing over, without taking any notice, 
important Reports of this kind. I con- 
sider it altogether improper to ask the 
Committee to vote large sums of money, 
year after year, without knowing the 
purposes for which the money is voted. 
I certainly shall take every opportunity 
of obtaining from Ministers in charge of 
these Votes a full explanation of their 
object, and the way in which they are 
dealt with. At present the Represen- 
tatives of the people are altogether 
without knowledge, and do not under- 
stand what they are doing, when they 
are voting away the public money. 

Tue SECRETARY to tue TREA- 
SURY(Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): With 
regard to the expenditure of this Com- 
mission, probably the hon. Member is 
aware that a considerable portion of it 
is returned to the Exchequer by the 
fees paid for various purposes. In fact, 
the greater part of the amount voted 
for the Commission is repaid by fees of 
one kind and another. In consequence 
of a Motion which was made in the 
House of Commonsin 1878, a scaleof fees 
in the shape of stemps was prescribed 
by which a sum of £7,000 or £8,00 
a-year is raised. These ad valorem fees 
are paid into the Exchequer. Therefore, 
the argument of the hon. Member, that 
the work of the Commissioners is dis- 
proportionate to the expenditure, is not 
strictly correct. As far asthe payments 
by the Exchequer are concerned they 
are very much less than the hon. Mem- 
ber imagines. I trust that, with this 
explanation, the hon. Gentleman, having 
done good service by drawing attention 
in so pointed a manner to the question, 
will not put the Committee to the trouble 
of a division. Sv far as the investiga- 
tion of the Government is concerned, I 
can assure the hon. Gentleman that the 
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work is not extravagantly paid for, and | Section 5 of the Vaccination Act of 


that very good public service is done b 
the Commission. I will promise to loo 
carefully into the matter between this 
and the Report, and to make then a 
complete statement as to the work done 
and the actual net cost of the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) : 
I understood the noble Lord to give a 
distinct promise that that should be 
done. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
did not attempt to conceal from the Com- 
mittee that fees to the amount of £18,000 
were received ; but I maintain that those 
fees would be received in any case, and 
that a clerk with £100 a-year would re- 
ceive them, and would do quite as much 
work as three Commissioners, who eost 
thecountry something like £5,000 a-year. 

Sir JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Monaghan, 
8.): What we wish particularly to know 
is the amount of time and attention de- 
voted by the Commissioners to the work 
for which they are so highly paid. 

Sm WALTER B. BARTTELOT 
(Sussex, North-West): The three Com- 
missioners have to inquire into matters 
of a most important character, and the 
amountof work they perform is far be- 
yond what the hon. Gentleman has any 
conception of. 


Vote agreed to. 


(3.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

‘That a sum, not exceeding £175,956, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board, 
—s various Grants in Aid of Local Taxa- 

ion. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I propose to move the reduc- 
tion of this Vote by the sum of £16,500, 
that being the item which, under Sub- 
head U, is to be appropriated for public 
vaccination. The reason why I make 
this Motion is that I believe the sum 
of £16,500 is a mainspring, or, at any 
rate, one of the mainsprings of a system 
which is in itself immoral, stupid, and 
cruel, and which inflicts immense physi- 
cal suffering upon the objects of the 
operation, and a needless amount of 
mental anguish upon tens of thousands 
of fathers and mothers in this country. 
This charge of £16,500 is made undor 


Mr. Jackson 





1857; and the terms of that section are 
that on the Report made to the Lords of 
Her Majesty’s Council with regard to 
the number and quality of the vaccina- 
tions performed in the several vaccina- 
tion districts of England, awards are 
made to the public vaccinators, from 
time to time, by payment out of the 
money provided by Parliament, and 
under regulations authorized to be made 
to any medical officer, in addition to the 
payments received by them from the 
Guardians and Overseers, such further 
paymentsasshall not exceed inany case 1s. 

er child who should have been success- 
ully vaccinated. The Committee will 
see that that provision is not imperative, 
but that it is merely permissive. It says 
that their Lordships may, out of the 
money provided by Parliament, and 
which may or may not be provided by 
Parliament, grant these rewards in addi- 
tion to the sum which was received from 
the rates. What I propose to do is to 
ask the Committee not to provide any 
money for that purpose. The Committee 
will perceive that this pecuniary reward 
is, in the first place, limited to England. 
You look in vain for any similar charge 
on account of skill at all corresponding 
to the charge in Vote No. 34, or in the 
corresponding Vote for Ireland, No. 38. 
It is, first of all, a reward entirely re- 
served for this country. Moreover, it 
is to be charged in addition to the 
amount which may be received from the 
Guardians or the Overseers of the Dis- 
trict Unions. It will also be noticed 
that the amount asked for this year is 
in excess of the item of last year. If 
I remember rightly, £15,800 was the 
sum voted last year, and this year it 
has gone up now to £16,500. Now, the 
history of this item is very remarkable. 
When, in the year 1868, the first charge 
was made on account of public vaccina- 
tion, the sum asked for was only £2,700 
odd ; but by 1872, in four years, it had 
risen to £6,000, and in 1878, or six 
years later, it had doubled that amount, 
being then slightly over £12,000. Last 
year it was £15,800, and this year it 
amounts to the sum I have named— 
£16,500. Since 1868 there has been 
"ae to the public vaccinators of Eng- 
and, under this head, no less a sum than 
£200,000. And what does it supple- 
ment? It supplements a charge of no 
less than £120,000 a-year, taken out of 
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the pockets of the rate 
part of the Kingdom—all of it for public 
vaccination, and in support of a system 
which probably brings into the pockets 
of medical men in England alone some- 
thing like £250,000 annually. The 
charge is ) ge and parcel of a system 
which tends to establish, and year by 
year to strengthen, a vested interest in 
an influential body, the members of 
which, at any rate, it may be reasonably 
regarded as calculated to induce them to 
maintain a system which is opposed to 
the moral sense of a very considerable 
section of the community. It is also 
opposed, as I said before, to the parental 
instincts of tens of thousands of con- 
scientious people in this country. The 
defence of vaccination itself by a large 
number of medical men is by means 
of this Vote, and by means of similar 
charges; and it is a defence, not of 
medical theory, but of pecuniary vested 
interest. It isnot more surprising, under 
the circumstances, that medical men 
should be so obstinately wedded to the 
maintenance of the present system, than 
it was surprising that the Irish Church 
Establishment should have been de- 
fended by the clergymen of the Estab- 
lishment, or that the institution of slavery 
should have been maintained by the 
slaveowners of the Southern States of 
America. It is no more surprising than 
the resistance and the unscrupulous op- 
position which was offered by many ship- 
owners of this country to Mr. Plimsoll’s 
Bill some years ago, when he endea- 
voured to protect the seamen of the 
United Kingdom from the unscrupulous 
proceedings of certain shipowners, who 
were in the habit of sending men in 
certain cases to almost certain death in 
unseaworthy vessels. How does this 
money go? I find that the public vac- 
cinator in Birmingham gets between 
£200 and £300 every year. A similar 
sum is annually divided between three 
public vaccinators in Liverpool. There 
is a similar charge for Manchester; and 
about the same amount is paid in St. 
Pancras and London, not every year, 
but every alternate year. Well, what 
is it for? At the end of the section of 
the Act to which I have already referred 
it is stated as being paid for successful 
vaccination. Well, Sir, is it successful 
vaccination? Let us judge of it by the 
result. In 1881 there was a Return of 
the number of births and of the num- 
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ber of children vaccinated, and it seems 
from this Return that the births in Bir- 
mingham numbered 9,000, but those who 
were successfully vaccinated were only 
8,000. Of course, a number of children 
would die unvaccinated. As would al- 
ways be the case in every population, 
there would be a number of children who 
would be presumably at their birth not 
fit subjects for vaccination. The per- 
centage of children unaccounted for by 
vaccination was only 1°5. Under these 
circumstances, one might reasonably 
expect that, if the system is to be justi- 
fied, Birmingham, as compared with 
other places where vaccination has not 
been so successfully carried out, would 
have been singularly free from small- 
pox. But what is the fact? The epi- 
demic of small-pox in Birmingham has 
always been of the same severe descrip- 
tion. Then, again, with regard to Lon- 
don, which, in the opinion of the autho- 
rities at the Local Government Board, is 
a very successful instance of the satis- 
factory treatment of vaccination, we 
know that small-pox is not only occasion- 
ally an epidemic, but that it is practi- 
cally an endemic. We never get rid of 
small - pox in London, although the 
people of London are more completely 
vaccinated than almost any other portion 
of the United Kingdom. Well, Sir, in 
London, in every one of the 19 different 
Unions, these payments are made an- 
nually to certain public vaccinators. 
What is the result? There was an 
epidemic of small-pox last year, and the 
number of small-pox patients who en- 
tered the small-pox hospital, I will not 
say in London alone, numbered no less 
than 9,000, being larger by 4,000 than 
the number who entered the hospital in 
the previous year. The number in 1884 
was 5,000, and in 1885 it was 9,000. 
Yet in the town of Leicester, where not 
more than 40 per cent of the children 
born were vaccinated, the small-pox 
hospital was tenantless. I ask, there- 
fore, if it is not fair to say that the suc- 
cessful vaccination, for which this Vote 
was taken year by year, and for which 
this Vote grows so rapidly year by year 
—that it is not a ridiculous and mis- 
‘chievous delusion, at any rate, open to 
serious doubt as to its value? Can there 
be any reason for wonder that in con- 
siderable districts of the country where 
the people have had a fair opportunity 


of judging of the relative safety of 
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the vaccinated and non-vaccinated con- 
dition—such places, for example, as 
Keighley, Dewsbury, Brighton, Bed- 
ford, and Leicester—they should object 
not only to this particular item, but 
to the whole system with which it is 
bound up? They regard it as a great 
hardship and as a public seandal—a 
scandal both public and private. From 
what I have been able to learn, I believe 
that at least one-third of the population 
of this country do not believe in vacci- 
nation at all; and most assuredly, out- 
side, the majority of the population is 
strongly opposed to compulsory vaccina- 
tion. But, Sir, the system by which this 
payment of rewards is made for the 
effective poisoning of healthy children 
is a part and parcel of a most direct 
incentive to a most cruel and persecuting 
system. It is about as cruel a system 
of persecution as can very well be con- 
ceived. It makes it to the interest of 
hundreds of thousands of men, educated 
men, men of refinement and remarkable 
for their kindly and charitable disposi- 
tion, to seek to maintain and almost in- 
sist upon the systematic persecution, 
prosecution, and punishment by fine and 
imprisonment, repeated sometimes over 
and over again, of persons who, on moral 
and religious grounds, or on matters 
personal to themselves, arrived at by 
reason of terrible personal experience, 
object to this filthy rite being imposed 
on their children. It explains the secret 
why we so often hear of some poor man 
or woman who has had his or her first 
child done to death by vaccination, or, 
at any rate, permanently disfigured by 
vaccination—it explains why it is that in 
spite of that man’s or woman’s instinct, 
and possibly in spite of their consciences, 
they are sent to prison or fined over and 
overagain. I do not look at this matter 
froma sentimental or from an hysterical 
point of view. I am not given, I think, 
to look at anything from an hysterical 
point of view. On the contrary, as the 
son of a | pees the brother of an- 
other, and the nephew of a third, I am 
as much disposed as any layman to take 
a professional view of the matter. I 
have also looked at the other side of the 
question. I have inquired into thes 





matter, and I have read what I could 
lay my hands upon in reference to it. I 
may say that most of us have had a 
deal of literature sent to us upon 

@ subject. I have also listened to 
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many discussions upon it, and the result 
is that I have become convinced that vac- 
cination is neither a preventive nor a pal- 
liative. I believe that the whole system 
is a huge and depiorable delusion. I 
have stated that I intend to move the 
reduction of the Vote. I do not know 
what amount of support I may receive ; 
but even if I should find myself almost 
alone, which I certainly hope will not 
be the case, I should still conceive it my 
duty to take this step in order to protest, 
not only against a system which I be- 
lieve to be wrong, and in itself immoral, 
stupid, and cruel, but also in the hope 
of drawing still more public attention to 
the fact that there are, from time to 
time, many instances in this country of 
men and women who conscientiously 
object to vaccination, and who are syste- 
matically prosecuted, but whom the 
Local Government Board has it in its 
power to protect if they will—persons 
who are subjected to repeated punish- 
ment, and whose lives have been per- 
manently darkened by the recollection 
of the loss of children, and of the dis- 
figurement of their offspring, and who, 
in consequence, have a conscientious ob- 
jection to subject their children to what 
they believe to be not only a filthy but 
an injurious operation. But even if I 
do not carry with me either the sym- 
pathy or the votes of any considerable 
number of the Committee, I hope, at 
any rate, that I shall be able to obtain 
from the right hon. Gentleman who re- 
aay om the Local Government Board 

ere to-day an assurance that the autho- 
rities of the Local Government Board 
will do what lies in their power to pro- 
tect the people I have referred to, who 
are made to suffer in the way they do 
because they entertain some conscien- 
tious scruples, which, although some 
persons might scarcely appreciate them, 
all of us can heartily sympathize with. 
I beg to move the reduction of the Vote 
by the sum of £16,500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

‘That a sum, not exceeding £159,456, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government Board, in- 
cluding various Grants in Aid of Local Taxa- 
tion.” —{ Mr. Arthur O° Connor.) 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Rircuiz) 
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(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): Consi- 
dering theimportance of thesubject which 
has been introduced by the hon. Gentle- 
man, I think it better to reply at once to 
the remarks which he has made, rather 
than wait for other Members to take part 
in the discussion. The hon. Member evi- 
dently anticipates that he will only be 
followed into the Lobby by an exceed- 
ingly small number of Members; and I 
must say that, in my opinion, it would 
be nothing short of a national disaster 
if the hon. Gentleman’s expectation in 
this respect was not realized. I cannot 
conceive anything which would be more 
likely to inflict injury on the public 
good than that the impression should go 
abroad that a considerable section of the 
House shared the objections to vaccina- 
tion which the hon. Gentleman has 
stated. The hon. Gentleman divided 
his objections into two heads. First of 
all, he objects altogether to the amount 
which is spent upon vaccination ; and, in 
the next place, he objects to the parti- 
cular Vote now under discussion, which 
Vote is, as he rightly stated, a Vote 
given by this House to be distributed 
to the medical vaccination officers as a 
reward for meritorious successful cases 
of vaccination. In reference to the gene- 
ral question of vaccination, I should 
have been glad if the hon. Gentleman 
had given me some Notice that he de- 
sired to enter into so very important a 
question. But the question is one which 
lies in so small a compass, that perhaps 
it is hardly necessary that much Notice 
should be given. The hon. Member has 
used some strong language regarding 
the system of vaccination. He has de- 
nounced it as immoral, stupid, and 
cruel; arguing that it was the cause of 
the effective poisoning of healthy chil- 
dren, and that it is of no avail for the 

urpose for which it has been instituted. 
Row, Sir, I have here a Paper contain- 
ing extracts from the annual Report of 
the Medical Officer of the Local Govern- 
ment Board upon vaccination. I shall 
only trouble the Committee with one or 
two extracts from that Report, in order 
to show what, in the opinion of the 
Medical Officer of the Local Government 
Board, has been the result of vaccina- 
tion. The hon. Gentleman alluded to 
the cases of Birmingham and London, 
and he stated that, seeing the large 
number of meritorious cases of vaccina- 
tion that had occurred, it might be rea- 
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sonably supposed that vaccination was 
in a favourable condition in those 
places ; but, nevertheless, that neither 

irmingham nor London could com- 
pare favourably, so far as small-pox 
is concerned, with many other towns 
in which vaccination is not so success- 
fully carried out. Of course, the hon. 
Gentleman knows very well that the 
conditions both of London and Birming- 
ham are exceptional. The fact of the 
greater crowding of the population is 
perhaps sufficient to account for small- 
pox when it does occur, being very rife. 
With reference to the children of Lon- 
don, I should like to quote an extract 
from the Report of the Medical Officer 
of the Local Government Board. He 
says— 

“Tt has been already said that in 1881, 
among 55,000 children who had not been vacci- 
nated, 782 deaths from small-pox occurred. 
Among 861,000 children who had been vacci- 
nated there were 125 deaths from small-pox. If 
the London children under 10 years of age who 
were unvaccinated had the protection which the 
current vaccination gives, not 782 deaths would 
have occurred; but at the outside nine would 
have died from small-pox. If the 861,000 vac- 
cinated children had died at the rate of the 
55,000 unvaccinated children, we should not 
have been considering 125 deaths from small- 
pox, but we should have been confronted with 
an additional 12,000 more deaths from small- 
pox oceurring during the year in the London 
population under 10 years of age.” 


The number of deaths that actually oc- 
curred from small-pox was not 6,000 or 
1,000, but, at the outside, 125; and if 
there had been no vaccination there 
would have been, instead of 125 small- 
pox deaths among the vaccinated chil- 
dren, more than 12,000 deaths occurring 
from small-pox during the year among 
children under 10 years of age. There- 
fore, in spite of what the hon. Member 
has said, it must be evident to the Com- 
mittee that if we were to revert to 
savage times when there was no vaccina- 
tion, London, Birmingham, and all 
large towns would show very different 
results from those to which we are now 
able, happily, to point in consequence 
of vaccination. Now, Sir, the hon. Gen- 
tleman has spoken about the action of 
the Local Government Board, and the 
conscientious objections of parents to 
vaccination. I will go this far with him, 
and say, that I have the utmost sym- 
pathy with parents who conscientiously 
object to vaccination ; and while I shall 
certainly feel it my duty to use every 
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exertion in my power to secure the end 
for which Parliament has passed these 
Acts, yet I would be very sorry indeed 
that the Local Government Board should 
be made the engine of any unnecessary 
persecution of parents who entertain 
conscientious objections to vaccination. 
The Committee will see that it is abso- 
lutely essential we should use every 
effort in our power to see that the Acts 
are carried out for the public good. I 
may say that, with reference to the 
action of the Local Government Board, 
they do not require that anything in 
the nature of persecution should take 
place. I will give the Committee some 
extracts from a letter which was sent 
in September, 1875, by the Local Go 
vernment Board to the Guardians of the 
Evesham Union, which letter was sub- 
sequently distributed very largely among 
the Guardians of the various Unions, in 
order to show what the views of the Local 
Government Board are with regard to 
the extent to which pressure should take 
place in respect of vaccination. The 
extracts which I propose to read will 
show the hon. Gentleman that there is 
no desire on the part of the Local Go- 
vernment Board to go beyond what it is 
their plain duty to do. The letter says— 
“It is distinctly contemplated by Article 16 
of the Board’s General Order of the 3lst of 
October, 1874, that, independently of any pro- 
ceedings which may be taken against the per- 
son in default, under Section 29 of the Vacci- 
nation Act, 1867, the vaccination officer shall 
be authorized to take proceedings against him 
if he continue contumacious, at least once also 
under Section 31 of that Act. Until, therefore, 
proceedings under the latter section have been 
taken in a case and a conviction obtained, the 
Board considered that the general means, which 
_the law provides with a view to insure the vac- 
cination of a child, have not been used. The 
Board would here observe that, from the in- 
formation in their possession, it is not clear 
whether all the means above alluded to have 
been resorted to in the case of Mr. Hensley. 
The Board, at the same time, direct me to 
point out that, by Article 16 of their above- 
mentioned Order, it is provided that in any 
case in which a magistrate’s order has been 
obtained, and summary proceedings have been 
taken under Section 31 of the Vaccination Act, 
1867, no further proceedings shall be taken by 
the vaccination officer without the express in- 
structions of the Guardians.” 
The hon. Gentleman will see that it is 
the duty of the Vaccination Officer to 
take action up to a certain point, and 
that he cannot take further action with- 
out the consent of the Guardians. The 
letter goes on to say— 
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‘¢ The intention of this provision is that the 
Guardians should carefully consider, with regard 
to each individual case, the effect which a con- 
tinuance of proceedings is likely to have in pro- 
curing the vaccination of the individual child, 
and in insuring the observance of the law in 
the Union generally. The Board may further 
state that it is, on the one hand, undeniable 
that a repetition of | P ings has, in 
numerous cases, resulted in the vaccination of a 
child when such vaccination has not been pro- 
cured by the previous proceedings; and it is 
therefore important, with a view of securing a 
roper observance of the law, that parents should 
be well assured that proceedings in case of non- 
compliance with its requirements will not be 
lightly discontinued. Ona the other hand, the 
Board are prepared to admit that, when in a 
particular case repeated prosecutions have 
failed in their object, it becomes necessary to 
carefully consider the question whether the con- 
tinuance of a fruitless contest with the parentmay 
not have a tendency to produce mischievous 
results, by exciting sympathy with the person 
sotenontel and thus creating a more extended 
operation to the law. The Board entertain no 
doubt that, in all cases of the kind in question, 
the Guardians, having before them the pre- 
ceding observations, will not fail to exercise the 
discretionary powers confided to them in the 
manner best calculated to give effect to the 
policy of the law.” 


The hon. Gentleman will thus see that 
the object of the Local Government 
Board is this—that every proceeding 
which the Guardians feel they are justi- 
fied in adopting should be taken so long 
as they feel convinced that the object 
and aim of the Vaccination Acts are 
likely to be secured, but that it is not 
desirable to make martyrs of those who 
steadily refuse to carry out the law, 
and where there is reason to believe that 
no amount of prosecution would secure 
the desired result. With reference to 
the other point raised by the hon. Gen- 
tleman as to the extra payment made 
to the medical officers for successful 
vaccination, it is perfectly obvious that 
if what I have stated already is accepted 
by the Committee as being true, and 
that itis desirable that effective vacci- 
nation should take place—it is obvious 
that every precaution should be taken 
that the operation is performed with 
due care and proper skill. The object 
which Parliament had in sanctioning 
these extra payments to the Vaccination 
Officers was to secure that vaccination 
should be effected with proper skill, and 
in a proper manner, and in that way 
which is best for securing the object we 
have in view. The hon. Gentleman has 
spoken of this additional payment as if 
it were something over and above that 
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her em soe ation Officer has any 
right to calculate upon as payment for 
the duty vecfuemed. Het if ig perfectly 
clear that these rewards for meritorious 
vaccinations do enter into the calcula- 
tion of medical officers charged with 
that duty, and that they have considered 
it a portion of the remuneration which 
they are entitled to receive. Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman is not aware that 
these extra payments were made on the 
recommendation of a Select Committee 
of the House of Commons, which sat on 
the Vaccination Bill of 1866. A careful 
examination was also made into the 
whole question by Mr. Lingen when he 
was at the Treasury, and he was of opi- 
nion that the payment was one which 
ought to be continued. I hope I have 
made it sufficiently clear to the hon. 
Gentleman that, in the first place, as 
far as our information goes, vaccination 
is highly beneficial, and ought not to be 
departed from. In the second place, 
I hope that I have also made it clear 
that the arrangement which the Com- 
mittee is now asked to upset has the 
sanction of a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons, has been inquired 
into, and has been approved by an 
efficient officer of the Treasury, and is 
distinctly advantageous to the public. 
As to the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, it is its duty to insist, as 
far as possible, on the law being carried 
out. As far as I am concerned, I am 
extremely anxious to do everything in 
my power to secure the effective work- 
ing of the Vaccination Acts. I quite 
admit that there are persons who are 
conscientiously opposed to vaccination, 
and that in certain cases unhappy re- 
sults have taken place. Whenever a 
case is laid before me where a suspicion 
may exist on the part of a parent that 
his child has suffered or died in conse- 
quence of any fault in the mode of vac- 
cination, or in the material used, I shall 
always consider it my duty to take every 
step in order to clear up any doubt 
which may exist on the subject. I be- 
lieve there would be nothing more pre- 
judicial to vaccination generally than to 
allow it to go forth that such cases have 
occurred without any attempt to ascer- 
tain the truth of the matter. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 

al, E.): I admit that the right hon. 

entleman has some ground for com- 
plaining that I did not give him Notice 
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of my intention to bring forward the 

uestion; but I think I may say truth- 
ully that the right hon. Gentleman does 
not appear to have required any Notice 
of the matter; for I feel that even if 
the right hon. Gentleman had had notes 
in his possession he could not have 
given a much more effective answer to 
my proposition than he has given. That 
answer is drawn from the Reports of 
the Medical Officers; but it is a purely 
hypothetical answer—namely, that if so- 
and-so had been the case, then that 
something else might have been expected 
to happen. There is nothing more sub- 
stantial than that in the whole of this 
Report of the Medical Officer of the 
Local Government Board; and not only 
is that the sort of statement we have 
from the Government Officer, but we 
have the same answer from other Medi- 
cal Officers interested in the matter, who 
reported on the matter, and who number 
about 1,000. It is quite true that this 
amount of money is looked upon by the 
public vaccinators as part of the emolu- 
ment to be paid to them, as a matter of 
course, in addition to that which they 
draw from the rates. But I object to it 
on the ground that it is part and parcel 
of a vicious system which is intimately 
connected with it, and of which it is one 
of the main springs. The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to besatisfied himself— 
and most of the Committee will be satis- 
fied with him—that the vaccination is 
effective, that it is preventive, or, at any 
rate, protective. If so, let those who 
believe in vaccination get vaccinated ; 
if they are vaccinated, and vaccination 
is a protection, then they are saved. But 
what right have they to insist that their 
neighbours, who have conscientious ob- 
jections to vaccination, should also un- 
dergo the operation, although they do 
not believe in its utility ? The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of ‘‘savage times’’ 
before vaccination was instituted. Now, 
I really believe that the day will come— 
and I hope it will come soon—when the 
people of this and other countries will 
look back with amazement at the hor- 
rible fetish which seems to have seized 
upon some people, and is now sanctioned 
by the law of the land. With regard to 
the directions which the Local Govern- 
ment Board have given to the Boards of 
Guardians, and the letter of instructions 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
quoted, I wish to observe that in reality 
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these directions are not likely to have 
anythin 
action of any large number of Boards of 
Guardians in the country. Many of the 
Provincial Boards of Guardians are im- 
bued with a great deal of the spirit of 
Bumbledom ; and when their officers go 
out and give directions to poor people 
to do this, that, and the other, if it is 
done with the sanction of the Board of 
Guardians, it very often happens that 
however hard the directions may be, 
and however trying to those who receive 
them, the Board of Guardians show very 
little consideration to the feelings of the 
people, and have no compunction what- 
ever in putting in force, to the very full, 
what powers they have. I maintain 
that poor people require some stronger 
protection than is contained in that Cir- 
cular Letter, and I had hoped to hear 
from the right hon. Gentleman that the 
Local Government Board is prepared to 
issue something a great deal more strin- 
gent to the Local Authorities in order 
that the people I refer to may be pro- 
tected. I know it is perfectly true that 
the legal proceedings taken in some 
cases have caused parents to get their 
children vaccinated who otherwise would 
not have done so; but what expense to 
the parents’ peace of mind, and what 
misery must these prosecutions have 
caused ? These poor people have been 
really exposed to one or other of two 
alternatives— they must submit their 
children to this rite which they both 
detest and abominate, or render them- 
selves liable to legal proceedings, which 
occasion a considerable expenditure of 
money, and also threaten them in the 
immediate future with possible restraint 
and imprisonment. The result of vac- 
cination is certainly not so satisfactory 
as many people think, and I am satisfied 
of this—that the Local Government 
Board, in not restraining the hands of 
the legal authorities, are causing an 
amount of misery which is, to a great 
extent, preventible, and ought at no 
time to be made excessive. 

Mr. TAPLING (Leicestershire, Har- 
borough): I have the honour to repre- 
sent one of the Divisions of Leicester- 
shire, and the Committee will be aware 
that the town of Leicester is the centre 
of the anti-vaccination movement. Per- 
sonally, I am in favour of compulsory 
vaccination ; but I have given a pledge 
to my constituents that I will vote for 
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an 4 into the subject of vaccina- 
tion if the pro should be made to 


the House, and I now throw that out as 
a suggestion for the Government to take 
into consideration. I think that an in- 

uiry could only be productive of good. 

t appears to me that if vaccination is a 
poe thing, it can have nothing to fear 
from an inquiry ; and if it is wrong, then 
the sooner it is done away with the 
better. If the inquiry should prove, as 
I have no doubt it may, that vaccination 
is a good and beneficial thing, then I 
think it would have the effect of re- 
moving the prejudices which now exist 
against it in the minds of people who are 
really conscientious in the view in which 
they take. 

Mr. W. A. M‘ARTHUR (York, E.R., 
Buckrose): I do not think it ought to 
be supposed that every hon. Member 
who opposes compulsory vaccination in 
this House does not himself believe in 
vaccination. I believe in vaccination, 
and have myself been vaccinated ; but I 
have a strong opinion that Parliament 
has no right to enforce a practice to 
which many thousands of people in 
England have well-defined and strong 
objections, and who make it almost a 
part of their religion to resist it. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board has inti- 
mated that he does not wish to see 
prosecutions instituted except where it 
can be shown that such prosecutions 
would be effective, and would secure 
—— to the requirements of the 
aw. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I do not wish to be 
misunderstood. What I said was that 
the Local Government Board put the 
law in force in the hope tiiat people 
would obey it; but I added that the 
Local Government Board would not en- 
courage the Guardians in entering upon 
a course of persecution with a view of 
obtaining that which there was every 
reason to believe they would never ob- 
tain. At the same time, the Local Go- 
vernment Board certainly would not 
consider that they had put in force all 
the powers vested in them, unless they 
took steps to ascertain whether a certain 
amount of pressure would not bring 
about compliance with the provisions of 
the law. 

Mr. W. A. M‘ARTHUR: Would 
the right hon. Gentleman suggest that 
fresh prosecutions should be entered 
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into after the first ion has failed 
to bring about a satisfactory result ? 

Mr. : I have already read 
an extract from the letter of the Local 
Government Board to the Guardians of 
the Evesham Union, which states that— 

“Tt is distinctly contemplated by Article 16 
of the Board’s General Order of the 31st Oc- 
tober, 1874, that eye eae 2 of any proceed- 
ings which may be taken against the person in 
fault under Section 29 of the Vaccination Act, 
1867, the vaccination officer shall be authorized 
to take proceedings against him if he continue 
contumacious under Section 31 of that Act.”’ 

Mr. W. A. M‘ARTHUR: Then [ 
understand that the feeling of the right 
hon. Gentleman is this—that if a pro- 
secution has been entered into under 
the Act, the Board of Guardians shall 
have authority to take proceedings 
in further cases where there is a con- 
tumacious non-performance of the act 
of vaccination. Now, I would suggest 
that the Local Government Board should 
allow a licence to be taken out by the 
parents who are prepared to take an 
affidavit that they have conscientious 
objections to the performance of vac- 
cination. Many people would be pre- 
pared to pay, if necessary, what would 
virtually be a fine for the non-perform- 
ance of vaccination ; and this would be 
a much less degrading practice than 
that which now prevails of dragging 
people before legal tribunals for the 
non-performance of a rite to which they 
have strongly-defined and conscientious 
objections. I may add that in many 
cases there is an impression that the 
children of poor people have not been 
vaccinated with lymph as pure and as 
good as that which the children of the 
rich can precure. I think it would be 
possible, without clashing to any great 
extent with the existing law, to obviate 
what is certainly regarded as a hardship 
by persons who have conscientious ob- 
jections to vaccination. 

Sim JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Monaghan, 
8.): I have a strong belief in the effi- 
cacy of vaccination. I have myself been 
vaccinated on more than one occasion, 
and all my children have been vacci- 
nated. Indeed, there are no more 
strenuous advocates of the principle 
than the Irish people, and there is no 
place where vaccination has so very few 
opponents as in Ireland. The question 
now before the Committee, however, 
does not depend upon whether vaccina- 
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ought not to procure, by the exercise of 
economy, some reduction in this item of 
£16,500. I may point out that neither 
in Ireland nor in Scotland has there 
been any such Supplementary Vote as 
is —— by this sum of £16,500 
for England; and although I should not 
be prepared to press for the entire dis- 
allowance of this grant, still I think it 
is well worth consideration whether the 
system of economy, which has succeeded 
so well in Ireland and Scotland, should 
not be followed in England also. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr): I 
regret that I cannot agree with my hon. 
Friend the Member for East Donegal 
(Mr. Arthur O’Connor) in the proposal 
he has made, because I believe that 
vaccination is one of the greatest bless- 
ings of modern days. Nor can I agree 
in the suggestion made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Yerkshire (Mr. W. A. M‘Arthur) 
that licences should be granted to those 
heads of families who have an objection 
to vaccination itself. It should be re- 
membered that there is a second party 
to that consideration—and that is the 
general public. Personally, I am strongl 
in favour of vaccination; and I thrak 
that if people were released from the 
Compulsory Clauses of the Act it might 
be the means of introducing infectious 
diseases into the very house in which I 
live. I have no doubt there is a very 
great objection, and a conscientious ob- 
jection, among a great number of the 
people of this country in regard to vacci- 
nation, and I believe that it arises to 
a great extent from the fact that the 
lymph which is supplied is impure. 
Whatever the case may be, there is, 
undoubtedly, a conscientious objection 
among a large class of persons in the 
country to compulsory vaccination ; and 
yet I am of those who are prepared 
to maintain vaccination even in its com- 
pulsory form. I think it would be well 
to make an effort to convert people who 
object to it to my way of. thinking, and 
to get them to recognize the extreme 
value of the principle, the validity of 
which modern science is confirming. I 
see no reason why an inquiry should not 
be made. It is all very well to say that 
we cannot inquire into the matter be- 
cause we have already settled it. It 
must be remembered that at the time it 
was settled we had the mind of the 
public with us. Circumstances may have 
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have veered round in the matter. There 
are certainly a large number of people 
who are conscientiously opposed to com- 
pulsory vaccination. Therefore I think 
that an inquiry may be valuable in con- 
verting those who are opposed to us 
by giving them further proofs of the 
importance of vaccination. I myself 
looked into the matter somewhat seri- 
ously some years ago, and I became ab- 
solutely convinced by the evidence which 
was placed before me. I believe that 
others would be similarly convinced if 
the facts of the case were clearly made 
known. There is no reason whatever 
why an inquiry should not take place. 
The present Government is a Govern- 
ment of Inquiry—a Government of Com- 
missions, and a little Commission more 
or less is not likely to injure the sta- 
bility of the Government. It will satisfy 
a large number of those who have helped 
to keep the Government in power; and 
I think it would be a very desirable ex- 
tension of that policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government which takes the form of 
the appointment of little Commissions. 
Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) : 
The Committee seems unaware that 
at present the practice prevails of 
licensing persons who object to vac- 
cination. At the present moment any 
person who can afford to pay the 
fines imposed escapes the Vaccina- 
tion Law. Those persons who pay the 
fines obtain an immunity, while those 
who cannot do so are sent to gaol. The 
law, therefore, is inoperative against 
the rich, and oppressive against the 
poor. I have a case in my own mind in 
which an hon. Member of this House— 
a very much respected Member—was 
summoned for the non-vaccination of his 
child. Probably because he was a Mem- 
ber of this House he was let off with one 
insignificant fine, and has never been 
troubled since ; whereas another person, 
who did not occupy the same social posi- 
tion, has been fined more than 30 times, 
and even sent to gaol. I believe that 
there is an enormous feeling arising in 
the country against this system of perse- 
cution. I do not think it right to take up 
the time of the Committee by discussing 
the merits of vaccination; but, seeing 
that the operation of the law has been 
made most oppressive, I shall support 
the hon. Member for East. Donegal 
Mr. Arthur O’Connor) if he goes to a 
ivision. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
Ido not exactly va pare ee Por 
arrangement pro the ident 
of the Local dotheamnet Hoan is. Are 
we to understand that any person who 
can obtain a certificate—any person who 
has a conscientious objection to his chil- 
dren being vaccinated, after he has once 
been fined, is not to be subjected to any 
further prosecution? I maintain that 
you destroy the principle of insisting 
upon vaccination when you say that a 
person who is able to pay the fine shall 
not have his child vaccinated. The hon. 
Member for King’s County (Mr. Molloy) 
supports compulsory vaccination on the 
ground that small-pox may be intro- 
duced into his own establishment; but 
as he happens to have been vaccinated 
himself, together with all his family, I 
do not see lew that circumstance ought 
to influence him. 

Me. H. SMITH-WRIGHT (Notting- 
ham, 8.): As a Representative of a 
large Midland town, I wish to say that 
the question of vaccination is one which 
excited a great deal of feeling at the 
time of the last Election. I am, myself, 
in favour of vaccination ; and I felt that 
I could not altogether give way on the 
subject in the course of my electioneering 
campaign. I believe that vaccination is 
essential in order to secure the good of 
the country, and I have applied myself 
to the task of inquiry. A point raised 
by the hon. Member for East Donegal 
(Mr. Arthur O’Connor) and the hon. 
Member for Northampton (Mr. Brad- 
laugh) is why those who object to vacci- 
nation should not be allowed to be ex- 
empted from it. My reply to that is 
that those who are in favour of vaccina- 
tion do not claim that vaccination gives 
complete security. It is very well known 
that persons who have measles are gene- 
rally exempt thereafter; but, neverthe- 
less, it is possible to have measles even 
a second time. It is well known, in the 
same way, that there may be a second 
attack of small-pox. Therefore, if we 
were to prevent any large body of the 
people of the country from being vac- 
cinated, they would thus constitute a 
nucleus for the spread of the disease, to 
some extent, at all events, among those 
who had been vaccinated. I would ask 
the hon. Member for East Donegal to 
look back to the state of things that 
existed 100 years ago. At that time 
there was scarcely a Royal Family in 
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bers were not marked with small-pox. 
It was quite the exception in those days 
for anyone to be free from the marks of 
small-pox, and anybody who was not 
mark 
beauty. Now, we have no wish to recur 
to that state of things. This is a very 
grave question, and no doubt there is a 
great deal of —'. upon it. As the 
hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. 
Bradlaugh) has said, there is one law 
for the rich and another for the poor, 
seeing that one is able to pay the fine 
without much inconvenience, whereas 
‘the other is put to great straits, and 
even compelled to undergo imprison- 
ment. I myself feel the force of that 
argument, and during the late Election 
campaign I advocated the making of 
imprisonment universal, and doing away 
with fines altogether. The consequence 
was that for a month the walls of Not- 
tingham were placarded with the an- 
nouncement that ‘“‘Mr. Smith-Wright 
wishes to imprison the working man for 
not being vaccinated.” That is all I 
got out of my proposal. I feel sure that 
thé Government will give this matter 
their best attention, and will see that 
the powers of compulsory vaccination 
are exercised with every care and with 
every possible consideration for the feel- 
ings of those who object to it. 

Mr. RITCHIE: A number of sugges- 
tions have been thrown out in the course 
of the discussion on this Vote to which I 
should like to make areply. One hon. 
Member intimated that the Government 
have thrown out some hope that certifi- 
cates may be granted to persons who 
have a conscientious objection to vacci- 
nation. I do not know where the hon. 
Member obtained his information. The 
granting of a certificate was mentioned, 
but certainly not by me. As far as the 
Government are concerned, I am obliged 
to the hon. Member for the suggestion 
he has thrown out; but it is not one that 
could be entertained for a single moment 
—namely, that a certificate should be 
given to any person who broke the law. 
The hon. Member himself will see how 
impossible it would be for any Govern- 
ment to adopt such a proposal. The hon. 
Member for King’s County (Mr. Molloy), 
and also the hon. Member for Leicester- 
shire (Mr. Tapling), have suggested that 
we should grant an inquiry, and the hon, 
Member for King’s County added that 
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Inquiry, and therefore that it would 
come well within our duties. No doubt, 
we are a Government of Inquiry, where 
=e is necessary in order to obtain 
information which we do not possess; 
but we are not a Government of Inquiry 
in order to obtain information which we 
do possess. If there is one subject on 
which the Government possess accurate 
information more than another it is upon 
the subject of vaccination ; and therefore 
Her ape a Ministers could not con- 
sent to any Committee of Inquiry into the 
Vaccination Laws, not because they fear 
the result of an inquiry, but because, 
while on the one hand they do not be- 
lieve the inquiry would have the least 
effect in removing the objections of 
those who at present resist the law, on 
the other hand it might have the 
effect of implying doubts on the part 
of the Government which the Govern- 
ment do not possess in the slightest de- 
gree. I may add that only two years 
ago an exhaustive inquiry was made 
by the Statistical Society, not only into 
cases arising in this country, but all over 
the world, and they came to the con- 
clusion that the benefits of vaccination 
were undoubted. One matter has been 
mentioned with which I have a consider- 
able amount of sympathy. An hon. 
Gentleman stated that poor people ob- 
jected to the lymph which is supplied. 
I wish it to be understood that the 
Government have an establishment al- 
ready in existence where pure lymph 
can be obtained by medical practitioners, 
and it may become a question whether 
or not such establishments should not 
be extended. If the Government can 
do anything in that way to destroy the 
prejudice which undoubtedly does exist 
in the minds of some people they will be 
most happy to consider the question. 
Mr. SHEEHY (Galway; 8.): The 
hon. Member for East Donegal (Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor) has called attention to 
the fact that a grant from the public 
funds of £16,500 appears in this Esti- 
mate for the encouragement of vaccina- 
tion in England. No explanation is 
given of it ; and I would only ask why, 
if this pecuniary reward is necessary 
in England for the encouragement of 
vaccination, a similar reward is not 
granted to Ireland and Scotland? If it 
is necessary that this sum should be 
given to English practitioners for suc- 
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cessful vaccination in order to prevent 
the spread of disease, is it not also 
necessary that something should be 
given to prevent the spread of disease 
in Scotland and Ireland ? The hon. 
Member for East Donegal has shown 
how the grant has jumped from £2,000 
a-year to £16,500, and how there has 
‘been an increase this year of £900. No 
explanation has been given by the 
Government of this increase. Asto the 
merits of vaccination I would not ven- 
ture to speak ; but it strikes me as some- 
what extraordinary that we should be 
told that small-pox can be prevented 
by vaccination, and yet that raga’ 8s 
should, nevertheless, be so rife. hy 
not deal with other zymotic diseases in 
the same way? Why not require the 
public to be vaccinated as a preventive 
against rabies? I think it is a power- 
ful argument in favour of those who 
entertain conscientious scruples against 
vaccination that if a man believes in it 
he has only to provide that he himself 
and his family shall undergo the ordeal 
in order to protect himself. Under 
such circumstances, why should the man 
who has obtained security for himself 
object to give full force to the conscien- 
tious scruples of another man who enter- 
tains conscientious objections to vaccina- 
tion, and refuses either to be vaccinated 
himself or allow his children to undergo 
the operation ? 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
have listened with great attention to 
an extremely interesting debate on this 
great question of vaccination, and I am 
certain that the result of the debate has 
been most satisfactory. I was rather 
astonished, at the outset, that my hon. 
Friend the Member for East Donegal 
(Mr. Arthur O’Connor) should object 
altogether to vaccination, because I think 
that anybody who will take the trouble 
to inquire into the past history of vacci- 
nation and the beneficial results which 
it has brought about—the great and 
material blessings which it has con- 
ferred upon humanity—cannot fail to be 
struck with the enormous progress it 
has made and the great success which 
has attended it. Not only does my hon. 
Friend object to vaccination as a pre- 
ventive of small-pox, but he objects to 
it on the ground that it is a pregnant 
source of the poisoning of healthy chil- 
dren. Now, Sir, I am perfectly well 
acquainted with more than one case in 
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which vaccination certainly did poison 
healthy children ; but the difficulties the 
people and medical men have to deal 
with in treating cases of vaccination are 
two-fold—in the first place, the virus 
matter must be pure, and must not be 
used in too strong or too concentrated a 
form; and,secondly,the child who is to be 
operated upon must not suffer from any 
debilitating or constitutional malady. 
Unfortunately, in dealing with vaccina- 
tion, many people have arrived at the 
impression that due care is not taken 
in selecting the lymph, and that seri- 
ous complications arise in consequence. 
Now, anyone who has inquired into the 
subject must know the serious risk 
which a child runs who is vaccinated 
from lymph taken directly from the 
calf. It is found, however, that when a 
healthy child has been successfully vac- 
cinated from lymph taken from the calf, 
the vaccine matter taken from that child 
will successfully vaccinate any other 
child in turn, and thus pass on the ad- 
vantages of vaccination from child to 
child, so that the same beneficial results 
may be obtained by a child to whom 
the lymph has been transmitted even in 
the 10,000th degree, the result being 
quite as successful as that which was 
produced in the case of the child who 
was vaccinated directly from the calf. 
I think this fact shows that at the pre- 
sent time there must be faults in dealing 
with the system of vaccination, and that 
it does not require medical skill or 
knowledge to deal with vaccination. It 
is patent that any child can be success- 
fully vaccinated with lymph taken from 
another child without being subjected 
to that source of danger which is in- 
curred by a child directly vaccinated 
from the calf. My hon. Friend the 
Member for King’s County (Mr. Molloy) 
says that it would be a very ood thing 
if a Commission were appointed to in- 
pars into the question of vaccination. 

quite agree with him, and fully endorse 
what he has said ; but I know perfectly 
well that in England—it has not been 
so in Ireland—there is in the present 
day an outcry against vaccination which 
has been taken up in a practical form 
by gentlemen who have formed them- 
selves into anAnti- Vaccination Society— 
a Society which is even represented at 
the present day by ajournal. The re- 
sult of this combined effort against vac- 
cination on the part of no inconsider- 
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able portion of the public has tonded to 
create discontent, and many persons 
have come to the conclusion that in 
allowing their children to be vaceinated 
they may possibly incur a grave risk. In 
cases where children die while suffering 
from the effects of vaccination the death 
is put down to vaccination and nothing 
else ; whereas, in nine cases out of ten, 
the death occurs from other causes and 
complications. If, therefore, a Commit- 
tee or a Commission were appointed, as 
asked for by my hon. Friend, to inquire 
into the present state of the question of 
vaccination, I think it would be doing 
good service, because vaccination, like 
every other branch of medical science, 
is not at a standstill. It is progressive, 
and vaccination at the present day ought 
to make some advance upon the system 
which was in vogue some years ago. 
But that is not the only point to which 
I wish to draw the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government. There is an- 
other point which I think will justify me 
in urging that the appointment of a 
Commission of Inquiry would be ad- 
vantageous tothe country. It has been 
found that the child of a father who 
has been vaccinated without being vac- 
cinated in turn will not get the small- 
pox in the same virulent form as the 
child of a non-vavcinated father would 
be likely to receive it. That points to the 
value of the system of inoculation, al- 
though there may have been a break in 
it for several generations. Children 
even of the third and fourth generation 
have received the benefit of the vaccina- 
tion meoueree by their ancestors, and 
are certainly not so prone to be attacked 
with the dreadful malady of small-pox 
as even children of the second genera- 
tion. Therefore it is believed that gradu- 
ally as we go on from generation to gene- 
ration the receipt for vaccination will 
become proportionately less. Instead of 
the great outlay which is now incurred in 
supplying vaccine lymph and in remu- 
nerating the public vaccinators being 
progressive and getting larger it ought 
to be gradually growing less. There is 
no doubt that the system of inoculation 
practised at the present day has its 
enemies as well as its friends. The 
enemies of vaccination have an idea that 
the world has gone mad in its efforts to 
extirpate disease by resorting to inocu- 
lation. Even “ pigoculation” has been 
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for the measles, There can be no doubt 
that the people of the United Kingdom 
have acquired many advantages from 
vaccination, and I sincerely trust that 
the system will be carried out to the 
fullest extent. I hope also that the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board will con- 
sent to the appointment of a Commis- 
sion to inquire into the present state of 
vaccination, and also to ascertain whe- 
ther the expense already incurred in 
connection with vaccination may not be 
cut down. There is another point to 
which I wish also to call the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in some detail, entered 
into the benefits of vaccination ; but in 
speaking of those benefits he omitted 
to mention that in Ireland we are pro- 
vided with no centre of vaccination 
whatever. Ireland, be it remembered, 
contributes to the Imperial taxation, 
and helps to supply a portion of the 
amount that is provided in this Estimate 
for the remuneration of public vaccina- 
tors in England ; but, at the same time, 
there is no vaccination depot in Ireland, 
and, what is still worse, we have no 
public vaccinators. Of course, there 
are in Ireland a great number of dis- 
pensary doctors—doctors of dispensary 
districts—which I believe is a system 
which does not prevail in England. 
These doctors are looked upon as public 
vaccinators; and it was understood to 
have been suggested by the President 
of the Local Government Board, the 
year before last, that that should be 
their position. Unfortunately, that 
position has never been recognized, and 
the certificates which are given by these 
dispensary doctors in Ireland are not 
recognized in England as certificates 
from a public vaccinator. The conse- 
quence is that in order to fulfil the func- 
tions of a public vaccinator Irish stu- 
dents are required to take out a diploma 
from the Royal College of Surgeons in 
London, and even then the certificates 
which are granted in Ireland are not 
looked upon in this country as sufficient, 
because they have not been supplied by 
a legal public vaccinator. e regard 
this in Ireland as a standing injustice ; 
and I think we may not unreasonably 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government 
Board will take the circumstances of 
the case into consideration, and either 
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have —_ vaccinators appointed in 
Ireland for the purpose of carrying out 
there, in the same way as in England, 
the duties proscribed by the Statute, or 
else provide that the certificate granted 
by a dispensary doctor in Ireland shall 
have the same effect as that granted by 
a public vaccinator in England. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.): 
I wish to explain the vote that I intend 
to give on the Motion of my hon. Friend 
the Member for East Donegal (Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor). Personally, I have 
a firm belief in vaccination; but I can- 
not ignore the fact that there are a great 
number of persons in this country who 
do not believe in it; therefore, I am of 
opinion that, as the present Government 
is a Government of examination and in- 
quiry, they might reasonably allow an 
inquiry into this very important ques- 
tion. I intend to vote with my hon. 
Friend; but simply as a matter of 
courtesy in consequence of the refusal 
of the Government to grant an inquiry. 
The reply which was given by the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board to the request 
which has been made for an inquiry was 
that the Government of the day declined 
to grant an inquiry into things that are 
already known. Nevertheless, in our 
opinion, the Government have already 
intimated their intention to inquire into 
things as perfectly well known and es- 
tablished as the fact that the sun shines 
at noonday. I may further say that the 
Government itself has already been vac- 
cinated, and the lymph with which they 
have been vaccinated as a protective 
against the rush of Radicalism is the 
lymph which has been taken from the 
“three acres andacow.” I shall vote 
with my hon. Friend the Member for 
East Donegal, not because I have any 
doubt as to the value of vaccination, 
but because I protest against the atti- 
tude of the Government in refusing to 
grant an inquiry. 

Tae SECRETARY ro tuz LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Lone) 
(Wilts, Devizes): I may remind the 
hon. Member that my right hon. Friend 
the President of the Local Government 
Board promised in the early part of the 


ep that arrangements would be 
made for an issue of certificates from 
Dublin. Attention has been called to 


the considerable increase which has 
taken place in this grant. I may, how- 
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ears the sum asked has n £15,000. 

hat sum, however, has been invariably 
exceeded; and, therefore, it has been 
deemed expedient to ask for the sum 
which will, in the opinion of the Board, 
be actually expended. As a matter 
of fact, it is not anticipated that the 
annual expenditure this year will in- 
volvye any increase upon the expendi- 
ture of last year; and in asking for a 
sum which will cover the real expendi- 
ture the Government think they are 
introducing a principle which should 
deserve the support and encouragement 
of the Committee. 

Mr. W. A. MACDONALD (Queen’s 
Co., Ossory): I have been much surprised 
and disconcerted at the tone which the 
Government have taken in reference to 
this matter. There is no doubt what- 
ever that at least a considerable section 
of intelligent and fairly educated people 
in this country have a very strong ob- 
jection to vaccination; and it seems to 
me no argument to reply to this volume 
of public opinion—‘‘ We know all about 
the matter already, and we will not 
sanction any inquiry into it.” As long 
as this volume of public opinion against 
vaccination exists it must necessarily be 
met, and the only way to meet it is by 
an inquiry, which those who object to 
vaccination will regard as thoroughly 
impartial. If you converse with people 
who are opposed to vaccination you 
will find them invariably assert that 
evidence which is given in favour of 
vaccination is tainted evidence—that 
is, evidence given by the medical prac- 
titioners who have an interest in the 
matter. That is what they say—namely, 
that the medical practitioners have an 
interest in upholding the present system, 
and that that interest depends upon the 
very Vote which the Committee is now 
asked to sanction. Now, it seems to me 
that if a Government inquiry were set 
on foot by a Commission or otherwise, 
which would really be of an impartial 
character, and which would be above 
the suspicion of unfairness, it would 
have a very considerable effect in calm- 
ing the public mind upon this question, 
and making the path of future Govern- 
ments both clear and easy. And if, as 
I think is very likely to be the case, it 
should be proved that the present system 
is upon the whole right, and that com- 
pulsory vaccination is good for the com- 
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munity, we should be able to set at rest 
a question which has been disturbing 
the peace of the public mind for year 
after year, leading to continual discus- 
sions in this House, resulting in a great 
many people breaking the law, and 
placing the Local Government Board in 
considerable difficulties as to how they 
may best be able to maintain the law. 
Under these circumstances, I would 
most earnestly press upon the Govern- 
ment, from the point of view of settling 
this question satisfactorily, that they 
should grant such an inquiry as has 
been asked for. At the same time, I do 
not feel so strongly on this matter as to 
be able to vote with my hon. Friend the 
Member for East Donegal (Mr. Arthur 
O’Connor), and therefore I shall not give 
my vote on this question at all. I am 
satisfied that his arguments, which I am 
sure are advanced in the most conscien- 
tious spirit, are abundantly sufficient to 
justify an inquiry. 


Question put, and negatived, 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I wish to 
call attention to the salaries of two of 
the Government Secretaries—the Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board and 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade. 
The salary of the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board is, 
I see, fixed at £1,500 a-year, whereas if 
we turn back to the salary already voted 
for the Board of Trade it is fixed at 
£1,200 a-year. Now, I find that both 
of these salaries, until last year, stood at 
£1,500 a-piece, and that they were then 
reduced to £1,200; and before we pro- 
ceed any further with the Vote I want a 
clear explanation from the Government 
why they are continuing to pay £1,500 
to the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Local Government Board and only 
£1,200 a-year to the Parliamentary Se- 
cretary to the Board of Trade? I have 
never heard any hon. Member contend 
that the Local Government Board has 
more to do than the Board of Trade. If 
in a country like England any compari- 
son is to be made, it must be admitted 
that the Board of Trade is entitled to 
have its officials more highly paid than 
those of the Local Government Board. 
If I am correctly informed, we have here 
evidence of a very unsavoury job. Iam 
' disposed to admit the present Govern- 
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ment are not msible for it, and I 
have no fault to find with them in re- 
gard to it. Least of all am I inclined to 
find fault with the present Parliamen- 
tary Secretary. But what has occurred, 
so far as my information goes, is this. 
Some time ago it was arranged that the 
salaries of these two officials—the Secre- 
taries to the Board of Trade and the 
Local Government Board—should be 
fixed at £1,200 a-year. But a rather 
distinguished Gentleman— now repre- 
senting the Bordesley Division of Bir- 
mingham (Mr. Jesse Collings)—whose 
name was identified with the ‘three 
acres and a cow” was appointed to the 
position of Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Local Government Board, and he 
seems to have discovered that £1,200 
a-year was not sufficient for the bril- 
liancy of the genius and services he 
brought to bear in ae of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government; but the President 
of the Local Government Board at that 
time was a Cabinet Minister, and a per- 
sonal friend of the hon. Member, and 
it is said that through the influence of 
that Cabinet Minister the original ar- 
rangement was broken through, and that 
the salary of £1,500 a-year was continued 
to the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Well, the salary of the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade was re- 
duced in strict accordance with that 
understanding to £1,200 a-year. There 
can be no doubt that the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade was an equally able 
and accomplished official; but he does 
not seem to have possessed the influence 
of the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and therefore his salary re- 
mained at £1,200 a-year. Now, Sir, I 
regard this transaction as most discredit- 
able, and I think that we have a right 
to ask that the salary of the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board shall be 
reduced, so that the remuneration paid 
to these two officers shall be equal. I 
think it is highly disrespectful that be- 
cause the hon. Member for the Bordesley 
Division of Birmingham (Mr. Jesse Col- 
lings) happened to have a personal 
friend in the Cabinet his salary should 
have been raised by £300 a-year, whereas 
that of the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade should have been left at £1,200. 
Unless I get a satisfactory explana- 
tion of this matter I shall certainly 
— to reduce the Vote by the sum of 
300. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘*That a sum, not exceeding £175,656, be 

granted to Her Majesty. to complete the sum 

necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, for 
the Salaries and Ex of the Local Go- 
vernment Board, including various Grants in 

Aid of Local Taxation.’ —(Mr. Dillon.) 

Taz CHANCELLOR or tuz EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpoten CxurvcHit1) 
(Paddington, 8.): I should have hoped 
that the hon. Member who has brought 
forward this question would have satis- 
fied himself with facts, and not have 
drawn, as he has done, upon his imagi- 
nation. In this particular case he is al- 
together in error, and the explanation I 
have to give in regard to it is this. 
When the Estimate was originally framed 
by the late Government the salary for the 
Parliamentary Secretaryship to the Local 
Government Board was placed at £1,500 
a-year, an amount at which it had stood 
for a long time—I believe ever since the 
establishment of the Board of 1854. 
That being so, the actual figures in the 
Estimate have been altered. But these 
are the facts of the case. When the late 
Prime Minister appointed the late Se- 
cretary to the Board of Trade and the 
late Secretary to the Local Government 
Board he made it a condition that the 
salaries for both of those Offices should 
be reduced to £1,200 a-year. The hon. 
Member for the Bordesley Division of 
Birmingham (Mr. Jesse Collings) was 
appointed Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board before the arrangement to re- 
duce the salaries was made. This is why 
the salary of £1,500 was paid to him; but 
it will not be paid to the present Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board, 
because the arrangement made by the 
late Prime Minister is still in force, al- 
though I must confess that I am unable 
to see the advantage which the late 
Prime Minister aimed at in making 
these rather small reductions in official 
salaries. Iam not prepared to depart 
from the decision which the right hon. 
Gentleman came to; and, therefore, the 
salaries of these two Parliamentary Se- 
cretaries have been reduced to £1,200 
a-year. They still remain at £1,200 
a-year, and the balance of £300 in each 
case will be paid into the Exchequer. 
Of course, the coat Gentleman will under- 


stand that I have absolutely no know- 
ledge whatever of anything which has 
taken place between the late President 
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of the Local Government Board, the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham (Mr. 
Chamberlain), and the hon. Member for 
the Bordesley Division of Birmingham 
(Mr. Jesse Collings) as to the salary of 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the Local 
Government Board, nor had I thought 
it any matter of concern to the House. 
All I have to say is that the arrange- 
ment which the late Government made 
in regard to these two salaries will be 
carried out, and that the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board, like the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, will 
only receive a salary of £1,200 a-year. 
It is not necessary, therefore, to submit 
the Amendment which the hon. Member 
for Mayo has proposed. 

Mr. BORLASE (Cornwall, St. Aus- 
tell): What the noble Lord has stated 
is entirely correct. When the late Prime 
Minister asked me to become the Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board he 
mentioned to me that the salary would 
be at the rate of £1,200 a-year. I had 
previously seen statements in the news- 
papers to the effect that the salaries for 
the Parliamentary Secretaryships to the 
Board of Trade and the Local Govern- 
ment Board were to be reduced from 
£1,500 to £1,200 a-year. Under those 
conditions, and without making any 
comment upon them, because I did not 
think it my place to do so, I accepted 
the Office. I then found, on going to 
the Local Government Board, that my 
Predecessor had been receiving remune- 
ration at the rate of £1,500 a-year. Per- 
haps I may say that a curious anomaly 
occurred with regard to myself which I 
should like particularly to point out to 
the noble Lord, and that is that I re- 
ceived my salary at the rate of £1,500 
a-year up to the last payment, which I 
only received the other day. Upon that 
occasion the old rate of payment had 
been reduced all along tke line; and 
therefore, although I had been receiving 
a salary at the rate of £1,500 a-year, 
when it came to the last part of the year 
during which I had held Office I found 
that I was only entitled to be paid at 
the rate of £1,200 a-year. Now, I can- 
not exaggerate—certainly not in my own 
estimation —the value of the Offices 
which I and my Colleague in the repre- 
sentation of Cuan wall (Mr. O. T. D. 
Acland) filled. Although the salaries 
had been reduced, I must say that I 
trust in future, when the great import- 
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ance of the Board of Trade is fully con- 
sidered, and the great, if not equal, im- 
rtance of the Local Government Board 
is also borne in mind, this House will, I 
venture to hope, arrive at the opinion 
that these two Parliamentary Secretary- 
ships are worthy of the higher salaries 
which weve originally paid to them. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
My hon. Friend need not flatter himself 
that we are going to raise these salaries. 
I think my hon. Friend the Member for 
East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) has stated the 
facts of the case with perfect accuracy. 
His statement was that when Mr. Jesse 
Collings was appointed Secretary to the 
Local Government Board he had £1,500 
a-year, and that then Mr. Chamberlain— 
| Cries of “Order!” |} I think I am in 
Order. My hon. Friend the Member for 
East Mayo complains that the late Prime 
Minister when he came into Office ar- 
ranged that the salaries for the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade should be £1,200 in- 
stead of £1,500 a-year. Mr. Chamber- 
lain—[ Cries of “‘Order!”?] Mr. Court- 
ney, I appeal to you as to whether I am 
not in Order? 

Tue CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Mem- 
ber is speaking of Members of the last 
Parliament he is in Order. He would 
not be in Order in naming Members of 
the present Parliament. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well, Sir, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham was very powerful in 
debate, and he insisted that his follower, 
the present Member for Bordesley (Mr. 
Jesse Collings), should have £1,500 per 
annum, whereas the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade only received £1,200. 
When we lost Mr. Jesse Collings, my 
hon. Friend who took his place was not 
under such powerful protection, and al- 
though he thought he was to receive 
£1,500 a-year yet he only received 
£1,200. The statement of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) is en- 
tirely confirmed as to the fact that the 
hon. Member for Bordesley received 
£300 a-year more than the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Cornwall (Mr. Borlase) 
when he succeeded him. 

Mr. DILLON: I listened with the 
utmost attention to the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and I 
could not gather from his statement any 
sufficient reason for the difference in the 
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Estimates ; nor did the noble Lord make 
any attempt to meet my statement that 
Mr. Jesse Oollings was ia receipt of 
£1,500 a year. But when his successor 
(Mr. Borlase) came into Office the re- 
duction of the salary to £1,200 was 
allowed to come into force, and the 
whole loss fell upon that hon. Gentle- 
man. Now, I consider that that was a 
most discreditable and unfair thing. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham (Mr. J. Chamber- 
lain) should not use his influence to in- 
erease the salaries of his particular 
clique in this House, and I[ shall cer- 
tainly go to a division on this question. 
The noble Lord stated with regard to 
the present Estimate that this sum of 
£1,500 a year would not be used, and 
that a repayment would be made into 
the Exchequer ; but he did not give any 
satisfactory explanation of the reason 
why the Estimate is for £1,500 for the 
Local Government Board, and £1,200 
for the Board of Trade. Therefore, I 
shall move a reduction of the Vote by 
the sum of £300, not because I have 
any feeling at all as to those salaries 
being too large, and still less because I 
have any objection to the present occu- 
pant of the Office, but because it is the 
only way in which I can raise the ques- 
tion as to the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £175,656, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in eourse of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board, 
including various Grants in Aid of Local Taxa- 
tion.” — (Mr. Dillon.) 


Sirk GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): I do not see why the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should not 
accede to the Motion for the reduction 
of the Vote, because I understood kim 
to say that the excess would be repaid 
to the Treasury. I think that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer might justly 
accept the reduction of the Vote. But 
there is another point which I wish to 
draw attention to—namely,that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham (Mr. Chamberlain) and the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Bordes- 
ley (Mr. Jesse Collings) are not in the 
House at the present time, and I think 
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it was unfair on the part of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) to 
impute to them what he did in their ab- 
sence. We were told by the successor 
of the hon. Member for Bordesley, that 
he expected to get £1,500 a-year, and 
that when he came into Office he found 
that the salary had been reduced. Pro- 
bably it would have been the same in the 
case of the hon. Member for Bordesley. 

TaeCHANCELLOR orraz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpn CuvurcHitt) 
(Paddington, S.): Ido not exactly under- 
stand the course which the hon. 
Member for East Mayo wishes us to 
take. The hon. Member says he 
wishes to go to a division in order 
to censure the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain). Does the hon. 
Member wish us to go to a division in 
order to censure the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham, 
or the hon. Member for Bordesley (Mr. 
Jesse Collings)? I do not think that 
the Committee by going to a division 
would convey the smallest censure on 
either of those Gentlemen; and, again, 
the conduct of the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham and of the hon. 
Member for Bordesley is not in any way 
before the Committee. I have stated 
to the Committee that the present Se- 
eretary to the Board of Trade only re- 
ceives £1,200 a year, and it has been so 
ever since the hon. Member was ap- 
— I own that, as the present 

ecretary to the Board of Trade is 
being paid at the rate of £1,200 a-year, I 
fail to see that there was any useful 
purpose served by asking for an addi- 
tional sum of £300, and therefore I am 
— ready to accept the reduction. 

wish, however, to guard myself against 
any responsibility for that reduction, 
which, as has been pointed out, was made 
by the late Prime Minister. I therefore 
express a hope that the hon. Member 
for East Mayo will not put the Com- 
mittee to the trouble of dividing on this 
Vote. 

Mr. DILLON: I see the force of the 
noble Lord’s objection, and I shall not 
put the Committee -to the trouble of 
dividing. With regard to a censure on 
the right hon. Gentlemen the Member 
for West Birmingham (Mr. J. Chamber- 
lain), I stated that it was only by mov- 
ing a reduction of the Vote that I could 
raise the question at all. I am bound 
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to say, after all that the noble Lord has 
said, and after what has been said on 
this side of the Committee, it is clear 
that the hon. Member for the Bordesley 
Division of Birmingham (Mr. Jesse 
Collings) drew £1,500 a-year, and that 
when another hon. Member took his 
place a reduction was made. I think 
this a most disreputable transaction. I 
believe the intention was to continue the 
£1,500 a-year to Mr. Jesse Collings as 
long as he had the place, and to reduce 
it when another hon. Member came into 
Office. I have no hesitation in saying 
that this was a disgraceful transaction. 

Mx. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I believe the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is responsible for the 
finances of the country. Now the state- 
ment of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo (Mr. Dillon) is that the hon. 
Member for the Bordesley Division of 
Birmingham (Mr. Jesse Collings) drew 
a salary at the rate of £1,500 a-year. 
Are we to understand that the noble 
Lord assents to that statement? [Lord 
Ranpotro Cuvurcnimt: Yes.| Then 
I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I desire to draw attention to 
the inadequate and improper perform- 
ance of a duty which is imposed upon 
the Local Government Board. It is an 
important question involving very closely 
the interests of my constituents, but 
even in a greater degree the interests of 
the right hon. Gentleman whom I see 
opposite, and generally the interests of 
hundreds and thousands of the poor 
ratepayers of this Metropolis. Now, 
Mr. Courtney, the facts are simply these. 
We have in London what is called the 
Metropolitan Common Poor Fund. This 
is a Fund to which each Union contri- 
butes according to its rateable value, 
and out of this Fund certain charges in 
connection with poor relief are defrayed. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I rise to Order. Am I right, Mr. Court- 
ney, in the opinion that the hon. Member 
is out of Order? The hon. Member is 
referring to a subject that has nothing 
to do with the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, which has not 
yet been disposed of by the Com- 
mittee. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
is to reduce the Vote by a certain sum. 
There is nothing in the Amendment to 
identify any particular item, and, there- 
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which is being raised by the hon. 
Member. 
Mr. PIOKERSGILL: The noble 


Lord, perhaps, has no great acquaint- 
ance with the Unions. 
that unless I raised this question now 
I should be shut out from raising a 
question of great importance to the rate- 
payers. In districts where the aggregate 
rating value is large and the poor are few 
a larger contribution ismade to the Com- 
mon Poor Fund than is drawn from it, the 
reverse being the case where the rating 
value is small and the poor are nume- 
rous. One of the charges on this Me- 
tropolitan Common Poor Fund is the 
cost of the rations of certain officers. 
The Local Government Board and the 
right hon. Gentleman the President 
(Mr. Ritchie) are concerned in this— 
that the Legislature, in making the cost 
of these rations a common charge, em- 
powered the Local Government Board 
to fix the scale for these rations. My 
first allegation is that this scale is in- 
adequate. Some hon. Members may 
have noticed that I have recently put a 
series of Questions on this subject to 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board. I re- 
gret to say the right hon. Gentleman 
has not been very communicative; but 
he did inform me of the particulars of 
the scale fixed for the Board. It appears 
that the officers are divided into two 
classes, called principal and subordi- 
nate. As regards the rations of the 
principal officers, an allowance of 12s. 
per week per head is made by the 
Board; and as regards subordinate offi- 
cers, an allowance of 7s. per week per 
head is made. The other day I asked 
the right hon. Gentleman what was the 
average cost of these rations in the Me- 
tropolitan Unions. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman was either unable or unwilling 
to supply me with this information, and, 
under those circumstances, I took the 
only course which remained open to me 
—that is to say, I set about obtaining 
all the information I wanted for myself, 
and in a few hours I obtained from Mr. 
Howard, the Clerk to the Bethnal Green 
Guardians, the information I was asking 
from the right hon. Gentleman. Now, 
in Bethnal Green I find that the actual 
cost of these rations, taking principal 
and subordinate officers together, is 
12s. 8d. per head per week. The amount 
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allowed by the Local Government Board 
works out at 7s. 5}¢. per head per 
week. The Local Government Board, 
in this case at any rate, allows very 
little more than half the actual cost. 
communicated these facts to the 
right hon. Gentleman as _represent- 
ing the average cost throughout Lon- 
don, and the right hon. Gentleman 
replied that he had no reason to doubt 
the general accuracy of my statement. 
So that, interpreting that as official an- 
swers must generally be interpreted, I 
think it may be taken that the inade- 
quacy of this scale is established. But 
I may mention to the Committee, how- 
ever, that I have been also in communi- 
cation with the Clerk to the Shoreditch 
Guardians, and, through the courtesy of 
that gentleman, I find that in Shore- 
ditch the actual cost is 13s. 9¢. per head, 
whereas the allowance works out at 
7s. 5d., so that it appears that the dif- 
ference between the actual cost and the 
allowance for rations is very nearly as 
great as the official grant. There isa 
further point which f wish to mention 
to the Committee. Mr. Clay, of Shore- 
ditch, who is a gentleman of great 
experience in these matters, informs 
me that, although the cost of rations 
for the principal officers is materially 
greater than the cost of rations for 
the subordinate officers, still it is not 
nearly so great as the difference fixed 
by the Local Government Board; so 
that it is clear that we have the evi- 
dence of an expert to show that the 
scale of the Local Government Board is 
wrongly constructed. But in order to 
establish and bring home this charge 
against the Local Government Board, it 
is not sufficient for me to show merely 
that the scale is inadequate ; I must also 
show that it is contrary to the intention 
of the Legislature. 

CotoneL HUGHES (Woolwich): I 
rise to Order. I ask whether the sub- 
ject to which the hon. Member is draw- 
ing attention can be discussed upon the 
Vote before the Committee, having re- 
gard to the fact that the expenditure to 
which the hon. Member is alluding is 
entirely defrayed by an expenditure from 
the rates ? 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I understand the 
hon. Member to be discussing the ques- 
tion of payment out of the rates by the 
direction of the Local Government Board, 
who have framed a scale of allowances. 
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If that is so, the hon. Member will be in 
Order in continuing his observations. 

Coroner HUGHES: The Local Go- 
vernment Board control the action of the 
Guardians in many cases; but there is 
no single item of the Vote before the 
Committee which can include the ques- 
tion which the hon. Member is now dis- 
cussing. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: That is not the 

oint. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I am not at 
all surprised at the interruptions by 
which the hon. and gallant Member 
opposite endeavours tv prevent my ex- 
posing this matter. When I was inter- 
rupted by the hon. and gallant Member 
I was at this point—that it was not 
sufficient for me to show that this scale 
was inadequate, but that I must also 
show that it is contrary to the intentions 
of the Legislature. Now, I must refer 
to the Metropolitan Poor Act, 1867. 
Under that Act the salaries of the offi- 
cers are made common charges, the 
rations of the officers are excluded. But 
by the 2nd section of the Metropolitan 
Poor Act of 1870 it is provided as fol- 
lows :—namely, 

“That the item of salaries of the officers re- 
ferred to in the ninth section of the Metro- 
politan Poor Aet of 1867 shall include the cost of 
the rations of the officers according to a scale to 
be fixed by the Local Government Board.”’ 


Well, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite argues that it is obvious that 
the cost of the rations is not on all-fours 
with the salary. Now, I submit that so 
far from this proposition being obvious, 
on the contrary I maintain that the cost 
of the rations is precisely on the same 
footing with the question of salary. The 
right hon. Gentleman will, no doubt, 
tell the Committee that the cost of the 
rations to be allowed to the Guardians 
is to be determined according to the 
scale fixed by the Local Government 
Board; but my answer to that is that 
_ the salaries—the amount of the salary 
repayable to the Guardians—is a matter 
to be fixed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. In both cases a discre- 
tion is given to the Local Government 
Board, but it is a discretion which is to 
be judicially exercised in bothcasesalike. 
I admit thatthe Local Government Board 
is not bound to allow the actual cost, but 
the reasonable cost—not a cost that they 
might find or take here or there, but 
the cost taken upon average. Well, I 
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believe that the right hon. Gentleman 
will tell us that it would not be in the 
interest of economy that the Local Go- 
vernment Board should allow any amount 
which might be demanded in respect of 
these rations. [‘‘ Hear, hear!”| The 
right hon. Gentleman says“ Hear, hear!” 
but I submit that a statement of that 
kind is mere idle beating of the air. No 
one has ever maintained, certainly least 
of all have I, that the Local Government 
Board would be justified in allowing a 
Board of Guardians to maintain its offi- 
cers on turtle soup and bottles of old 
port; but what I maintain is that the 
Local Government Board are required 
by this Act to provide a reasonable scale 
—a scale such that a Union exercising 
fair economy would not exceed, and 
might charge against the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I say that they have fixed a 
scale to which the Metropolitan Unions 
cannot possibly bring down the cost of 
their officers’ rations. It will be perfectly 
clear that if the scale is inadequate when 
it ought to be adequate, it is very unfair 
upon the poorer districts of London ; and 
that it is unfair to the poorer districts of 
London I may show by stating a single 
fact—namely, the cost of the rations in 
Bethnal Green Union alone is consider- 
ably more than £1,000 in excess of the 
sum which the Local Government Board 
allows. Well, Sir, I submit that the 
revision of this scale is most urgently 
required. I do not know that the right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Ritchie), who re- 
presents an East End constituency, would 
be disposed to deny that it is not very 
astonishing that I should wish, if possi- 
ble, to relieve the burdens of the poor 
ratepayers of those places. It is to me 
a most painful sight—acquainted as I 
am with painful sights—to see thou- 
sands ofrespectableratepayersstruggling 
quarter after quarter to keep their 
heads above water, and to see them 
from time to time sink into pauperism 
under the crushing weight of the enor- 
mous local imposts which they have to 
bear. The only question, then, is this, 
What was the intention of the Legisla- 
ture in passing this Act? In addressing 
the Oommittee I can use arguments 
which would not be permissible if I 
were pleading before a Court of Law. 
I will refer to the statement made by 
Mr. Goschen at the time he was Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board. 
Mr. Goschen, who was the author of the 
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Act of 1870, declared to the House that 
he introduced a Bill, the object of which 
was to equalize the rates throughout 
London as far as possible. When I find 
that in the parish of St. George’s-in-the- 
East, which the right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Richie) represents, the poor rate is 
3s. 5d. in the pound, whereas in the parish 
of—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is now travelling beyond the definite 
question, which is the discretion of the 
Local Government Board in fixing this 
scale. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I submit, of 
course, to your ruling, Mr. Courtney, and 
point out that if this scale is not revised 
it will have the effect of making the 
poor of this Metropolis worse off than 
they are at present. In conclusion, I 
simply ask that the President of the 
Local Government Board should do that 
which I conceive to be his duty, and to 
act on the principle of the distinguished 
man who, when he was President of the 
Board, was responsible for the Act of 
1870. 

Tue PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Rircutre) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): I also 
would appeal to the hon. Gentleman to 
consider what, perhaps, may be news to 
him—namely, that it was the distin- 
guished man he refers to who fixed the 
seale of rations to which he objects. The 
argument of the hon. Gentleman was 
that the Bill of Mr. Goschen had for 
its object the equalization of the rates 
throughout London. I can _ hardly 
understand that the hon. Member was 
aware that Mr. Goschen fixed the scale ; 
but that is the case, and, therefore, if 
his object was to give to the parishes 
the total amount of the rations of offi- 
cers, and if these are not paid for by 
the scale fixed, it is Mr. Goschen who is 
responsible. I have here Mr. Goschen’s 
circular. [Mr. Proxerserti: I do not 
dispute that.} Then if I have not stated 
the argument of the hon. Member cor- 
rectly I do not know what his argument 
is. Well, Sir, Mr. Goschen also said in 
the same debate it was a portion of the 
plan that a margin should be left in 
order to secure economy. Well, now, of 


course, the hon. Gentleman (Mr. Pickers- 
gill) said, and said very truly, that I, as 
the Representative of very poor parishes, 
ought to have some sympathy for the 
course he was pursuing. I have been 
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connected with the East End of London 
perhaps twice as many years as the hon. 
Gentleman has been months, and, there- 
fore, the Committee may well imagine 
that I am deeply interested in the con- 
dition of affairs in the district to which 
the hon. Gentleman has referred, and 
that nothing would be wanting on my 
part, which I thought I ought properly 
and justly to do, to mitigate the con- 
ditions under which the unfortunate poor 
lived in the East End of London. But, 
Sir, we must bear in mind this, that in 
dealing with questions of this character 
a scale ought to be fixed which would 
secure economy in the administration of 
rates by Local Bodies. What Mr. Goschen 
did at the time he fixed that scale was 
to inquire throughout the Onions in the 
Metropolis what was the minimum it 
would be proper to fix the scale at. I 
am not now contending that that scale 
is sufficient ; I am only showing how the 
scale was fixed. I think it can hardly 
be contended that the case of rations has 
arisen between 1870 and the present 
time. However, what I want to point 
out to the hon. Gentleman and the Com- 
mittee is that before the hon. Gentleman 
called attention to this subject at all I 
had made it the subject of investigation ; 
and not only have I made this the sub- 
ject of investigation, but I have for some 
time been investigating the whole inci- 
dence of the Metropolitan Common Poor 
Law Fund. The hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Pickersgill) thinks we ought at once to 
proceed to fix a higher scale without 
making any inquiry. I myself do not 
think that would be a judicious course 
to adopt. Iam making inquiries; I have 
previously informed the hon. Gentleman 
that I am making inquiries. When I 
have satisfied myself as to the exact con- 
dition of affairs I shall not hesitate to 
take such action as my inquiries may 
show to be right; but it is perfectly im- 
possible for me to say now, without 
having made any inquiry at all, I can 
recommend to the House that the scale 
should be raised. The hon. Gentleman 
has given figures as to the cost of rations 
in Bethnal Green and Shoreditch. I 
have no doubt that the figures he has 
quoted are substantially correct; but 
it does not at all follow it would be 
right to take these figures as the basis 
everywhere. The average must be taken, 
and the very minimum of the average 
must be taken, in order to promote eco- 
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nomy in the various Unions. However, 
I do not propose to enter into the ques- 
tion the hon. Gentleman has raised. I 
have only to state again what I have 
stated in answer to Questions, that the 
whole matter is being investigated by 
me, and that my course of action will be 
dictated by the result of my inquiries. 
Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): I think the Committee generally 
will have heard with pleasure that the 
right hon. Gentleman has already insti- 
tuted an inquiry into the whole question 
which has been raised by my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Pickersgill). Knowing as we do 
the sympathy the right hon. Gentleman 
has always shown on behalf of the rate- 
payers of London, and knowing also 
the immense knowledge he has acquired 
as a Member of an East End con- 
stituency for so long a time, we may 
safely leave the inquiry into this import- 
ant matter in his hands. I am sure 
that the Committee and all those inte- 
rested in this question will feel that great 
good will come from the inquiry the 
right hon. Gentleman is now prosecuting. 
e hope that in this particular question 
which my hon. Friend has raised greater 
equality and greater fairness may be 
shown between the different districts in 
London with reference to this Metro- 
politan Fund. The right hon. Gentle- 
man (Mr. Ritchie) stated that Mr. 
Goschen had fixed the scale, and that, 
therefore, the scale must have been a 
fair one; but I think it is evident from 
what Mr. Goschen said in the debate 
which took place at the time of the fixing 
of the scale, and from the wording of 
the two Acts themselves, that there was 
no intention of fixing that scale, or any 
of the grants from the Common Poor 
Fund, on the principle of the laws of the 
Medes and Persians—on the principle 
that there was never to be any alteration. 
Mr. Goschen fixed the scale as fairly as 
possible; I acknowledge he tixed it as 
fairly as possible, according to the know- 
ledge he then had, for the matter was 
then an entirely new experiment. Fresh 
information and light has been thrown 
on the question from time to time, and, 
therefore, I do not think we need take 
Mr. Goschen’s proposals or Mr. Goschen’s 
references to the matter as absolutely 
final and precluding us from making 
alterations. I trust the whole question 
of the Common Poor Fund may receive 
adequate consideration in the next Ses- 
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sion. I think the answer the right hon. 
Gentleman has given is very satisfac- 
tory under the present circumstances ; 
and I hope my hon. Friend (Mr. Pickers- 
gill), who has most carefully considered 
this question, will be satisfied with the 
answer he has received. 

Mr. ISAACS (Newington, Walworth) 
Mr. Courtney, Iam particularly anxious 
to urge on the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. Ritchie) 
that it is the poorer parishes or Unions 
in the Metropolis that are most interested 
in this question. The hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Pickersgill) has pointed out that, 
in Bethnal Green Union, £1,000 per 
annum is at stake in this matter—that is 
to say, that sum represents the differ- 
ence between the allowance and the 
actual cost of the rations. Much the 
same sort of thing prevails in most 
Unions, and I, as the Representative of 
one of the poorest Divisions of this Me- 
tropolis, respectfully urge upon the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
the desirability of setting this matter 
right at the earliest possible moment. 
I am sure I have only to make this ap- 
peal to him to insure that there shall 
be no unnecessary delay. What has 
occurred to-night only points to the ne- 
cessity of considering that far larger 
question—namely, the equalization of 
the poor rates throughout the whole of 
the Metropolis. 

Mr. F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): I 
must apologize for endeavouring to en- 
gage the attention of the Committee for 
a few moments, while I refer to a sub- 
ject in which, as Chairman of the Canal 
Association, and as Chairman for many 
years of the Sanitary Department of the 
Paddington Vestry, I have taken con- 
siderable interest. The question which 
I wish to ask my right hon. Friend (Mr. 
Ritchie) is, What is the nature of the 
duties which are imposed upon the In- 
spector under the Canal Boats Act, 1884 ? 
We have already had a discussion in 
this House with reference to the addition 
to the staff of Inspectors. I do not wish 
to enter now upon that large question, 
but hope I may be allowed to say at 
least this, that when there is an addition 
made to the staff of Inspectors we ought 
to receive some guarantee that his duties 
are fairly discharged by him, and that 
they are clearly defined by the Depart- 
ment under which he serves. I should 
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like to know how the duties of the In- 
spector under the Canal Boats Act, 1884, 
have been arranged; in what manner 
he has been asked to serve the Depart- 
ment, whether he visits different locali- 
ties along the line of canals, or whether 
he is resident and receives reports 
which may be sent to him? I had the 
honour of giving evidence before the 
Committee which dealt with this subject, 
and I confess I felt some doubt at the 
time as to whether the Inspector, having 
command over so large a mileage as 
the canals of this country cover, could 
devote sufficient attention to any par- 
ticular point as to render his services so 
effectual as could be desired. I ven- 
tured also, before that Committee, to sug- 
gest the+ there would be one difficulty 
in connecuion with this Inspectorship, 
and that was that an officer, whose duty 
appeared to me to cause him to travel 
very much, must incur large expenditure 
in travelling ; but I confess, although I 
did at that time feel some apprehension 
on the subject, I was not quite prepared 
to discover, at so early a stage as the 
present, that the travelling expenses 
would amount to .£270, an increase, as 
compared with last year, of £80. I am 
not at all raising any difficulty as to the 
change of law. Iam not making any 
objection, and I hope I am not erring 
in asking the Department to give the 
Committee some explanation on the 
point I have mentioned. I believe that 
some inspection is necessary; 1 am not 
hostile to reform, I am only asking the 
Department in charge to give us some 
explanation. The entire cost of the In- 
spector is shown in the Estimate of the 
present year as no less than £800. That 
is a serious charge, and one which I 
hope I may be excused in drawing the 
attention of the Committee and the De- 
partment to. At the same time, I dis- 
tinctly say that I am not averse to the 
Inspectorship ; I am only asking the Go- 
vernment to give us some explanation 
as to the working of the new experiment. 
There is another point to which I desire 
to refer, but it has relation more to the 
form of the account than to the account 
itself. On the 137th page of the Esti- 
mate, under the heading ‘‘ Grants in 
Aid,” there is a charge of £74,000 for 
‘* Medical Officers of Health and In- 
spectors of Nuisances.” It certainly 


does appear to me to be very incon- 
venient that officers, whose duties and 
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whose positions in the world are so far 
remote as those of Medical Officers of 
Health and Inspectors of Nuisances, 
should be grouped together in the same 
sum total in these Estimates. I hope that 
on future occasions we may know ac- 
tually the cost of the Medical Officers 
under the Public Health Act, and also 
the exact cost of the Inspectors of Nui- 
sances, and I hope also that we shall be 
informed in this case, as we are in some 
others, of the number of those officers. 
I do not grudge the growth of this item ; 
on the contrary, I welcome it; I believe 
its growth is an indication of a more 
healthy condition of public feeling on 
these subjects, but, at the same time, I do 
hope that in the Estimates presented to 
the House in future years we shall be 
informed how many Medical Officers 
there are, and also how many Inspectors 
of Nuisances. I trust, too, that in the 
future the number of these officers will 
not be less than it is now, but that, on 
the contrary, the number of both class 
of officers will be increased, I shall 
hail with pleasure rather than with pain 
any increase of the Vote under this 
heading. I am very reluctant to intrude 
upon the attention of the Committee ; 
but I trust that, as I have devoted con- 
siderable attention to the points I have 
raised, I may be pardoned in asking 
these questions. 

Tue SECRETARY v0 roe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Lone) 
(Wilts, Devizes): Perhaps I may answer 
the questions which my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Powell) has asked. So far as the 
Department is concerned we are very 
happy to have the opportunity of an- 
swering any questions hon. Gentlemen 
may put in connection with the Inspector- 
ship of Canals. As regards his duties, 
the Inspector is directed generally to 
inspect the condition of boats, and do 
his utmost to improve what was unques- 
tionably a bad condition of things. It 
is with great pleasure I can inform my 
hon. Friend that the Inspector has car- 
ried out his work very satisfactorily, 
The Sanitary Authorities in the different 
districts through which canals pass have 
become much more alive to the duty 
of superintending the condition of 
canal boats; and I may perhaps point 
out that in connection with this work 
the Inspector must of necessity be very 
careful he does not unnecessarily inter- 
fere with the passage of the boats. Of 








79 Supply — Civil 


course, if a boat were stopped several 
times on one journey, it would cause 
considerable dissatisfaction. On the 
whole the work seems to have been 
satisfactorily done; not only have the 
Sanitary Authorities become more alive 
to their duties, but the boats have been 
greatly improved. The condition of the 
inmates has been materially improved ; 
there has not been so much herding to- 
gether as before, and the condition of 
the young women especially has been 
greatly changed for the better; many of 
them, in fact, have been induced to 
abandon their wandering life and enter 
domestic service, and so improve their 
condition. I may also tell my hon. 
Friend that, notwithstanding the fact 
that the bargemen have the reputation 
for using rather strong language at 
times, our experience, through our In- 
spectors, goes to show that in hardly a 
single instance has there been the 
slightest attempt to resent the Inspec- 
tor’s interference; on the contrary, the 
bargemen seem to be very much grati- 
fied with the efforts of the Inspector to 
improve their condition. In the opi- 
nion of the Department the amount put 
down for travelling expenses is not ex- 
cessive; but I can assure my hon. 
Friend that the point will receive the 
attention of my right hon. Friend (Mr. 
Ritchie). As tothe grouping together 
of some of the charges in the Estimate, 
I think my hon. Friend (Mr. Powell) 
will find that the officers to whom he 
referred do not object to the grouping, 
so far as they are concerned, so long as 
they receive the money their services 
entitle them to. But even if they did 
object, it does not rest with us to sepa- 
rate the charges, but with another De- 
partment of the State. 

Mr. F. 8. POWELL: I am anxious 
to know how many medical officers there 
are receiving assistance in this manner ? 
It is really a most important point of 
sanitary administration ; and I do hope 
that on future occasions the charges will 
be shown separately, and that we shall 
know exactly the number of Medical 
Officers and the number of Inspectors of 
Nuisances. 

Mr. LONG: If my hon. Friend will 


let me know exactly what his wishes | gr 
are, I will take care that an endeavour 
is made to meet them. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin OCo., N.): 
There is a note at the foot of page 132 
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tion. I find there are several officers em- 
ployed by the Local Government Board 
who receive double salaries—who hold 
double offices and receive double salaries. 
I do not quite understand such a system 
of carrying on the Public Service. The 
note to which I refer is as follows :— 

“ Another Inspector received in addition to 
his salary, under sub-head A, £829 0s. 8d. from 
the Vote for the Household of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland as Private Secretary, for him- 
self and clerks.” 


I do not understand how a Locat Go- 
vernment Board Inspector in England, 
unless he possesses the qualities of Sir 
Boyle Roach’s bird, can be Private 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land at the same time. No doubt, if all 
the Noblemen who have filled the Office 
were like the present holder of the Office 
and stayed away from his post it would 
be easy to understand. But the last 
three holders of the Office of Lord Lieu- 
tenant were always at their post; they 
lived in Ireland, not like the Marquess 
of Londonderry, in Seaham. I want 
some explanation as to how it comes to 
pass that a Local Government Board In- 
spector in England can also be at the 
same time Private Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant in Dublin, and receive 
double salary for this practically impos- 
sible work ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Rircuie) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): The 
point which the hon. Gentleman has 
raised is one that is new tome. I will 
make inquiries into the matter, and if 
he thinks it necessary to put another 
question concerning it on Report, pos- 
sibly I may be in a position to afford 
him the information he desires. ; 

Mr. CLANCY: I will certainly raise 
the question on Report; and I will also 
raise on Report, if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is not able to give me an answer 
now, the whole question of these allow- 
ances. I see, by another note at the 
foot, that one of the Inspectors receives 
an addition to his salary. £100, I see, is 
put down as a temporary allowance. I 
do not understand how an allowance can 
be temporary when it is every year 
anted to a man. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I am now in a posi- 
tion to afford the hon. Gentleman in- 
formation as to the first question he 
raised. Mr. Boyle received the amount 
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pencer. Of course, as he is no longer 
Private Secretary he does not receive 
that amount; and I understand that at 
the time he was receiving it he was not 
an Inspector. 

Mr. CLANCY: It is stated that he 
was one of the Inspectors of the Local 
Government Board. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): The discussion on this Vote 
has taken some time, and I am unwilil- 
ing to trespass unnecessarily on the at- 
tention of the Committee ; but I wish to 
mention a few points in connection with 
the administration of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, which, though they may 
appear trivial,,do affect in a serious 
manner a considerable number of per- 
sons. The first point I will raise has 
reference to the accommodation of the 
aged couples in workhouses. In regard 
to this point a Question was asked in 
this House the other day. Since that 
Question was put, I have been in com- 
munication with several of the most in- 
telligent Guardians in this Metropolis, 
and I am glad to say that the opinion I 
have always expressed on this subject 
was confirmed by those gentlemen. They 
said that whenever any cases of this 
kind arose in their Unions they endea- 
voured to secure for these aged couples 
outdoor relief. The officers of the Me- 
tropolitan workhouses are averse to ac- 
commodation for old married paupers; 
they are unwilling to allow the paupers 
to know their rights under the law, and 
they are very angry with those who take 
any steps to inform paupers over 60 years 
of age what their rights are; and, under 
these circumstances, they have endea- 
voured—and endeavoured successfully, 
as they assure me—to secure outdoor 
relief for all respectable old couples. 
Now, I submit to the Local Government 
Board, whether it would not be advis- 
able for them to draw the attention of 
the Guardians generally to the desira- 
bility, first of all, of avoiding the diffi- 
culty, in matters of workhouse adminis- 
tration, of having these married paupers 
on the premises; secondly, the advisa- 
bility of avoiding the expense which 
these paupers entail; and, thirdly, the 
advantage of giving a small amount of 
outdoor relief in all cases where these 
old married couples are respectable 
people, and where they may pre- 
sumed to get assistance from other 
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uarters if they do get assistance from 
the rates? The second point I want to 
urge on the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Ritchie) is this—that in 
many of the workhouses in England 
there are a number of unfortunate people 
classed as dangerous lunatics, but of such 
a condition mentally that they require a 
certain amount of care and attention; 
they really want a little more than 
nursing. Their life at present is a very 
hard one. They are exposed to a great 
deal of unkindness from the somewhat 
uncultivated people amongst whom their 
lotis cast. The classification of lunatics 
is not by any means perfect. In some 
cases the crowding of lunatic wards 
in workhouses is something perfectly 
hideous; and if authoritative informa- 
tion is wanted on the subject I direct 
the right hon. Gentleman’s attention to 
age 40 of the last Report of the Lunac 
mmissioners in this country, in whic 
he will find special reference made to 
the scandalous condition of the lunatic 
wards of the Dudley Workhouse. I 
only mention it because it has often been 
mary upon before without any effect. 
I direct the right hon. Gentleman’s at- 
tention to the lunacy wards of the Dudley 
Workhouse; and if he is satisfied that 
the complaint is well-grounded with re- 
gard to that workhouse, perhaps he will 
think it worth while to communicate 
with the Lunacy Commissioners with 
regard to the condition of a considerable 
number of other workhouses in Great 
Britain. He will find, if he pursues the 
subject, that the condition of hopeless 
lunatics in the English workhouses is 
often very pitiable, and, to a great ex- 
tent, depends upon causes which might 
easily be removed by a proper classifica- 

tion. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I promise the hon. 
Gentleman that I will make special in- 
quiries ; and if I have reason to believe 
that the evils of which he complains 
exist at Dudley Workhouse, I shall cer- 
tainly take steps to do what I can to 
put an end tothem. The hon. Gentle- 
man is, no doubt, aware that great efforts 
have been made to put down what was 
at one time a great evil; and the result 
is that an improvement has been made. 
Of course, I cannot say that these evils 
do not exist; but I will certainly inquire 
and take such course as is desirable. 
With reference to old couples living 
together, no doubt it is perfectly true 
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that in some cases difficulties have been 
overcome by the outdoor relief given to 
aged couples. The hon. Gentleman must 
know that this question of outdoor re- 
lief must be approached in a very care- 
ful manner by Poor Law Guardians, 
and that if the Local Government Board 
were to encourage the system, the effect 
might be very injurious. With reference 
to the provisions made in workhouses 
for old couples, I do not think the hon. 
Gentleman is correct in saying that any 
attempt is made to hide the rights of 
these old couples from them. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman allow me to 
explain. I am speaking as a Guardian 
of some experience in London. When 
I found the condition of the Cheisea 
Union pointed out to the Members of 
the French Ministry as that of a model 
workhouse, I, as a Guardian of that 
Union, made it a point to go amongst 
the old people, and inquire which of them 
were married, and I was beset by the 
officials of the workhouse, who depre- 
cated the line I was taking, and who 
explained that they would find it ex- 
ceedingly difficult to maintain discipline 
in the workhouse if the old people 
knew what their rights were. I need 
not say that the result of my proceeding 
was that I did not ingratiate myself 
with the officers. 

Mr. RITCHIE: How long is that 
ago ? 

Mr. ARTHUR. O’CONNOR: Eight 
years ago. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I think I explained, 
in answer to a Question put to me the 
other day by an hon. Member, that a 
Circular had been sent out to all Boards 
of Guardians specifying what their 
duties were in that respect, and calling 
upon them to perform them. I also 
stated that in a great many cases where 
accommodation had been provided aged 
couples had not availed themselves of 
it. Of course, it does not at all follow 
that there may not be exceptions in 
which accommodation is required and 
not provided. At the same time, I re- 
peat what I said the other day, that if 
any instances are brought to my know- 
ledge where the obligations of the law 
are not fulfilled, I shall consider it my 
duty to call upon the Guardians to fulfil 
their obligations under the law. I have 


the most entire sympathy with the 
object of the hon. Gen eman (Mr. 
Mr. Ritchie 
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Arthur O’Connor), and the object of 
those who desire that arrangements 
shall be made for aged couples to live 
together when they desire to do so. I 
only repeat what I said then, that if any- 
one will bring to my knowledge in- 
stances in which the law has not been 
fulfilled, I will make it my duty to call 
on the Guardians to carry out the law. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
wish to draw the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board to an item 
which amounts to £4,336, for a Chief 
Inspector of Alkali Works and seven 
Assistant Inspectors. Looking at the 
condition of this House in which we 
are assembled, I should very much like 
to know what these Inspectors are for ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: The Inspectors are 
to see that the Alkali Acts are carried 
out. 

Dr. TANNER: I see that the In- 
spectors are appointed under the Alkali 
Works Regulation Act of 1881, and, 
that being the case, I presume that the 
duties of these gentlemen are to see 
that the Act is carried out. If they do 
carry out the Act, how is it that we 
find the stonework of this building 
peeling off day after day? Looking at 
the amount of money that we spend on 
these Inspectors, I think we have a 
right to look for some result from their 
labours, especially when we know it 
can be displayed in connection with the 
very building in which we are assombled. 
We have a right, so far as we are 
brought into immediate contact with 
that which forms a part of the duty of 
these gentlemen, to expect that they 
shall perform their functions with in- 
telligence and circumspection. If, in 
connection with a building like this, we 
find such gross and palpable neglect on 
the part of these Inspectors, no doubt, 
were we to travel further, we should find 
that elsewhere the condition of things 
is much worse. I should like the right 
hon. Gentlemen to tell me how it is that 
these Inspectors have not carried out 
their duty so far as that duty should be 
brought to bear upon the condition of 
the exterior of this building ? 

Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I cannot see how the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board, who is at the 
head of the Department to whom these 


84 


‘Inspectors are responsible for the pro- 














85 


Supply — Civil 


per discharge of their duties, can sit 
still without attempting to offer a reply 
when a charge of this kind is made 
against the subordinates who are men- 
tioned in this Vote. 

Mr. RITCHIE: I hardly thought 
that the hon. Gentleman opposite could 
be serious in connecting the Inspectors 
under the Alkali Acts with the condi- 
tion of the stonework of the House of 
Commons. I failed to see the cause and 
effect-— 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): The 
effect is observable on the structure of 
this House. 

Mr. RITCHIE: The Inspectors under 
the Alkali Acts have to visit alkali 
works, and see that they obey the pro- 
visions of the law. How the fact that 
the stone peals off the walls of the 
Houses of Parliament can go to show 
that these Inspectors have not properly 
carried out their duties of inspection I 
fail to see. I say I cannot trace the 
cause and effect in the condition of the 
House of Commons and the details of 
this Vote. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): The right hon. Gentleman 
forgets that right opposite the House of 
Commons, on the ole side of the river, 
are situated Messrs. Doulton’s extensive 
pottery works. I remember the Alkali 
Act being passed, and, if I am not mis- 
taken, it applies to all works, the noxious 
gases from which are calculated to in- 
juriously affect the health of the popu- 
lation or the condition of property 
around them. I believe I am right 
when I state that the effect of Messrs. 
Doulton’s works on all surrounding 
buildings and on the health of the 
people in the neighbourhood has been 
the subject of strong complaint and of 
controversy for the past 15 years. The 
late much respected Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, Dr. Tait, over and over again 
called attention to the injurious effect of 
these works upon Lambeth Palace and 
its inhabitants ; and if any Inspector will 
only take the trouble to examine the 
outside of this building, he will have 
no difficulty in satisfying himself that 
the works in question have a most 
damaging effect upon the stonework of 
these Houses. I think my hon. Friend 
(Dr. Tanner) was amply justified in the 
observations he made. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Oo., Birr): I 
noticed a gesture of dissent run along 
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the Benches opposite when my hon. 
Friend (Dr. Tanner) suggested a con- 
nection between the Inspectors under 
the Alkali Acts and the condition of the 
stonework of this building. But, as a 
matter of fact, there is a very strong 
connection. By a certain section of an 
old Statute, Messrs. Doulton are per- 
mitted to open the flues of their works 
whilst carrying out certain operations. 
Salt is used in the furnaces to produce 
a glaze upon the pottery, and the gases 
that are evolved pass into the atmos- 
phere, combine with the moisture, and 
eventually form hydrochloric acid, which 
settles on the stonework of this House 
and causes very material injury. 

Mr. RITCHIE: If the hon. Member 
(Dr. Tanner) will communicate with me 
privately on this subject I shall be glad 
to consider the matter. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr): I 
have mentioned this subject frequently 
in previous Sessions of Parliament ; but, 
though I have always received the same 
kind of answer as that just given, 
nothing has ever been done. 


Question put, and agreed to. 

(4.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £6,239, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Com- 
missioners in Lunacy in England.”’ 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr): I 
beg to move the reduction of this Vote 
by the sum of £9,000, the amount paid 
to the Lunacy Commissioners in this 
country, and I do so because I have 
always looked upon these Commissioners 
as I look upon them to-day—namely, 
as a body utterly worthless for the pur- 
pose for which they are appointed. The 
main purpose for which these Commis- 
sioners were instituted, as I have pointed 
out Session after Session, was for the 

rotection of the unfortunate lunatic. 

ow, let me just in a few words explain 
how these gentlemen carry out their 
work. There are, in all, six Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy, three lay and three 
aaa rap They are under the Act 

ound to go about the country in 
couples ; therefore, we may say that for 
the purpose of inspecting the different 
lunatic asylums of this country there are 
only three Commissioners. Now, the 
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duty of these Commissioners is not only 
to visit and look after the asylums, but 
to visit and examine the patients sepa- 
rately for the purpose of ascertaining 
what their condition is, and for the pur- 

ose of preventing any misuse of the 
= —this miserable and detestable 
Lunacy Law. The number of lunatics 
in the country is 80,000; so that it 
comes to this—as the Commissioners 
must go in couples—that 80,000 lunatics 
have only the protection which can be 

iven in the time that three men can 

evote to their interests. Now that, on 
the face of it, is an absurdity. Year 
after year I have called attention to the 
subject, and year after year I am told— 
ad We are about to introduce a Bill—we 
agree with all you say, and we a 
that by next year our measure will be 
passed into law and the evils you com- 
plain of remedied.” How does the 
matter stand? Three or four Bills have 
been introduced into the House on the 
subject. The hon. Member for Swansea 
(Mr. Dillwyn) has introduced a Bill; 
the Earl of Selborne introduced another 
in the House of Lords; but though it 
passed all its stages in the other House 
there it rested, and there, I suppose, it 
will rest until Doomsday unless we can 
induce the Government to be active in 
the matter. The Commissioners do not 
do the work as they ought to perform 
it; and I complain this year, as I have 
complained year after year, that, by 
what means I am unable to tell, in the 
case of private lunatic asylums, when 
the Inspectors go to visit the patients 
the fact of their intended visits is in- 
variably known beforehand to the 
keepers of these establishments. As it 
came out in evidence in our Law Courts 
not long ago, and in evidence before the 
Select Committee on the question of 
Lunacy, the fact of an intended visit is 
known beforehand and preparations are 
made for it, everything is cleaned and 
everybody is looking happy and smiling. 
Such visits are not worth a straw. 
These Inspectors have under their pro- 
tection unfortunate people, some of 
whom we know are incarcerated im- 
properly for private purposes, and are 
no more lunatics than we are in this 
House. This was proved in some of 
the evidence which has recently been 
given in lunacy cases. Now, what are 


these private asylums, because it might 
appear that an inspection and close ex- 
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amination into the condition of the 
people in these establishments is not 
necessary? Well, the Earl of Selborne, 
in the House of Lords, when speaking 
on these subjects—I think it was the 
Earl of Selborne—mentioned the fact 
that the discharged coachman of one of 
his friends was then keeping a private 
asylum. I should be sorry to say that 
that is the general character of the 
keepers of these institutions. Far from 
it. Still, such people do keep them; 
and, therefore, it will be seen how ne- 
cessary it is that these institutions should 
be subject to the closest inspection and 
examination. Of course, visits to the 
public asylums are not of such import- 
ance, in one sense, because public 
asylums are under public view, and the 
difference between public and private 
institutions of this kind is that whilst 
in the former the keeping of lunatics is 
not a question of gain, in the latter it is 
the reverse. The public asylums are 
public institutions, the people connected 
with which are paid by the State; 
whereas the other class of asylums 
are private undertakings, the whole aim 
and object of the keepers being to make 
a profit out of the patients. I will not 
go into detail on this point, although it 
is a very serious matter, and I am very 
much in earnest with regard to it. I 
could show, by quotations as to the 
number of deaths in private asylums 
and the number in public asylums, and 
the number of cures in the one class of 
institutions and in the other—I could 
give a clear indication, nay, absolute 
proof, that the interest of the patient 
is not looked after in the private 
asylums, but that he is kept there for 
the purpose of gain. You would get 
at this indieation by comparing the 
death-rate and the number of cures 
under the two systems. I have another 
objection to the Lunacy Commissioners. 
When the Earl of Selborne introduced 
his Bill last year, they made some re- 
commendations, which, of course, were 
received as such recommendations al- 
ways are received—namely, with re- 
spect; but these recommendations were 
not carried out, and the Chairman or 
the Head of these Lunacy Commis- 
sioners resigned in high dudgeon. Well, 
I think it would be a good thing if 
the other Commissionsers would follow 
this example, and we could get rid of 
them all. This is the way they deal 
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with the proposed reform of the Lunacy 
Laws. their last quarterly Report 


they complained of the proposed inter- 
vention of a County Court Judge, a 
Stipendiary Magistrate, or two Justices 
of the Peace, in the matter of the in- 
carceration of a lunatic. At present the 
law is that two persons, even if uncon- 
nected in every shape and form with an 


individual, can, by procuring a certificate | 


from two medical gentlemen, obtain the 
incarceration of that individual. So that 
if I have a grievance against anyone, 
and can find two medical men who will 
give me a certificate—not a probability, 
but certainly not an impossibility, as we 
know from circumstances which have 
recently transpired—I can obtain that 
person’s incarceration in a lunatic 
asylum. An hon. Member opposite is 
laughing at me; but I tell him that if 
I can get two medical men to certify to 
his insanity I can incarcerate him in a 
lunatic asylum. [Zaughter.] I beg the 
hon. Member’s pardon ; I did not mean 
anything personal. I was endeavouring 
to explain what the law is. These Com- 
missioners were appointed for the pur- 
pose of protecting the public as well as 
the lunatics, and the object of the Bill 
introduced into the House of Lords was 
to allow of the intervention of a County 
Court Judge, of a Magistrate, or two 
Justices of the Peace, in this sense— 
that before you could obtain the incar- 
ceration of a person, the medical cer- 
tificate was to be certified by a public 
Local Authority. Then, a second object 
sought to be obtained by a reform of 
the Lunacy Laws is power for these 
Local Authorities to visit and examine 
the asylums on certain fixed occasions. 
The Commissioners object to the Local 
Authority having power to visit and 
examine lunatics, I think, once in three 
years. Now, these are the gentlemen 
who have been appointed to protect the 
interests of lunatics, and who receive— 
six of theom—£9,000 a-year, or £1,500 
each. I assert that when reforms are 
proposed by Parliament these gentle- 
men object to them, on the ground that 
they will give further protection to these 
unfortunate lunatics. But the very sys- 
tem which they object to is the system 
in vogue in Scotland at the present 
time, where it has been found to work 
exceedingly wel!. It was because of the 
experience we had obtained in Scotland 
that the reforms were introduced in the 
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measure I have referred to, which passed 
through all its stages in the House of 
Lords last Session. I object to these 
Commissioners, because I think they 
are useless for the purpose for which 
they were appointed. As collectors of 
statistics they are, no doubt, very good 
indeed ; but the collection of statistics is 
a work which can be very satisfactorily 
performed by persons paid at a much 
less rate and possessing much less power 
than these Commissioners. I should 
like to see men appointed as Commis- 
sioners who would look into the law, in- 
quire into the circumstances of the cases, 
and understand the wants of these poor 
people. By no act of the Commissioners 
has freedom ever been restored to an 
alleged lunatic. For six or seven years 
I have taken an interest in this matter, 
and yet, in that period, I cannot recall a 
single case in which an alleged lunatic 
has been freed from his incarceration 
by any act of the Commissioners. On 
the contrary, so far as my memery 
serves me, they have invariably acted 
as obstacles to the freeing of alleged 
lunatics from the asylums. Their visits 
and examinations must be of the most 
cursory character ; because, if you take 
the private asylums alone, they have 
not sufficient time to do the work. The 
inspection of these places alone would 
more than occupy all the time they have 
at their rt And this question of 
inspection is a question I call more at- 
tention to than anything else, because 
the public asylums, like public prisons 
and hospitals, are open to public inspec- 
tion. Thatis not the case with private 
asylums; and it is ridiculous, on the face 
of it, to suppose that three sets of Com- 
missioners can visit all the persons incar- 
cerated and detect such fraudulent cases 
as in the course of the debates in the 
House of Lords were shown to be pos- 
sible. I hope the Bill which passed 
through the House of Lords will be in- 
troduced in this House next Session by 
the Government. If it is not introduced, 
it will be brought forward by a private 
Member, if not in its entirety, at least 
in its main features. There is one point 
in the Bill as introduced into the House 
of Lords to which I object. My objec- 
tion to private asylums is based on the 
single ground that the interests of pro- 
prietors is not the protection or cure of 
a patient, but is that of a common 
tradesman in the matter. That is a 











91 Supply — Civil 


principle which, I think, is quite enough 
to put an end to all private asylums in 
the country; but the proposition which 
was made in the House of Lords on this 
matter was one which, to my mind, was 
utterly ridiculous. They proposed a 
kind of tontine arrangement ; and if it 
is proposed again, I shall give it my 
strongest opposition, and I know several 
hon. Members who will do the same. 
They proposed in this Bill that no more 
certificates shall be given for the hold- 
ing and maintaining of private asylums, 
but that those who hold certificates at 
the present time shall be entitled to 
continue to do so. They begin by assert- 
ing, as I assert, that the whole system of 
private lunatic asylums is wrong in its 
very essence, and then they compromise 
the matter by allowing existing institu- 
tions to continue. They allow the assign- 
ing of a certificate of an asylum just asif 
it were a public-house. They express an 
opinion against the continuing of private 
asylums, and then they allow them to 
continue with just the same force. If 
their proposal has any other meaning, 
it is this, that as the holders of private 
asylums die out the money interest of 
the remaining owners shall be increased; 
and they propose this on the ground that 
otherwise they would be compelled to 
pay compensation to the proprietors of 
the private asylums, if they refused to 
allow them to continue their trade. 
Now, to my mind, that is incompre- 
hensible. You grant a certificate to a 
man to permit him to keep a private 
asylum. He pays a small fee, but that 
small fee does not give him any pro- 
perty. It is simply to bring him, so 
to speak, under the supervision of the 
Lunacy Commissioners, and to prevent 
—_— from keeping asylums without 

eing registered. I object to this pro- 
vision in the Earl of Selborne’s Bill, 
and I allude to it now because it is sure 
to be introduced in any future Bill com- 
ing from a similar quarter. I object to 
it altogether, because I say that the cer- 
tificate is simply a certificate of registra- 
tion, and that it gives the holder no 
more right than is possessed by any pri- 
vate individual. To introduce the ques- 
tion of compensation because you put 
an end to that which is wrong, is carry- 
ing the doctrine of compensation to a 
most ridiculous point. - Well, as I have 


said, I do not wish to detain the Com- 
mittee by going too fully into this ques- 
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tion. Ihave made my t against 
this Vote regularly for the last th 
years. I make my protest against it 
again this year. I have gone a little 
into detail simply for the purpose of 
drawing attention to a proposal in the 
proposed legislation which ought not to 
be accepted—that is to say, the proposal 
to continue existing private asylums, 
which we are all agreed are wrong 
in principle, and also the proposal to 
grant compensation because you refuse 
to allow these men holding your certifi- 
cate to continue a trade which is wrong 
and which is injurious to the public 
good. I move to reduce the Vote by 
£9,000. 

Tae CHAIRMAN : I would point out 
to the hon. Member that the sum now 
asked for is only £6,239. 

Mr. MOLLOY: Then I move to re- 
duce it by £6,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


‘That a sum, not exceeding £239, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3/st 
day of March 1887, for the Salaries and Ex- 

mses -of the Office of the Commissioners in 

unacy in England.”"—(Mr. Molloy,) 


Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.) : 
I agree with every word that has fallen 
from my hon. Friend—or with every- 
thing but one observation. He compli- 
mented the Commissioners as a body for 
the collection and publication of statis- 
tics. Imust disagree with my hon. Friend 
in that matter, and I wish to give some 
information to the Committee on one or 
two points in regard to it. In the first 

lace, I want to point out that in the 
Report which the Commissioners have 
just issued, and in preceding Reports, 
there is to be found no account of the 
cost of maintaining the lunatic poor of 
England. Now that is a- very remark- 
able fact. I find that in the Reports of 
the Scotch Commissioners and of the 
Irish Commissioners there are very 
complete and admirable tables setting 
forth in full the details of the expen- 
diture for maintenance, and also setting 
forth the cost for buildings and every 
other charge connected with the main- 
tenance of the lunatic poor, and I fail to 
see how it would be impossible in this 
country, where finance is supposed to be 
conducted in so superior a manner, forthe 
English Lunacy Commissioners to give 
a similar statement of account. There 
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is another remarkable feature in this 
Report of the Lunacy Commissioners. 
They have stated, over and over again, 
that insanity is not on the increase. 
They have attempted to show that such 
is the fact in ways of their own, but I 
find from this Report that the actual 
numbers of insane have increased year 
by year from 36,762 in 1859, to 80,156 
in 1885; and yet they go on asserting 
annually—they have a paragraph for 
that purpose in their Reports—that there 
is no increase at all. In their 15th Re- 
port, page 75, they say— 

“During the 10 years, from Ist January, 
1849, to Ist January, 1859, the number of pa- 
tients in the various asylums of England and 
Wales has advanced from 14,560 to 22,853,” 
And they go on to say— 


‘* The great increase which has taken place 
in the number of patients in asylums is limited 
almost entirely to pauper and criminal pa- 
tients.” 

They then enter into figures as to pa- 
tients in private asylums, and they 
say— 

‘The foregoing calculations clearly show 
that while the number of pauper patients has 
increased so enormously ’’— 
they admit the enormous increase— 


‘‘there has been no augmentation of the 
private cases."’ 
Now, I just wish to dwell for a moment 
on this matter—and perhaps it is a 
more important one than some hon. 
Members would imagine. I hold it to 
be the duty of these Commissioners, so 
far from minimizing and making light 
of so-grave a matter as the affliction of 
insanity—it is their duty, I say, as 
honest servants of the public to let 
the public know the actual truth. 
In one of their Reports they attempt 
to account for the increase under three 
heads. First, the large number of 
cases previously unreported and only 
recently brought under observation ; 
secondly, the increased number of those 
sent to asylums; and, thirdly, the pro- 
longation of their life which occurred in 
consequence. Now I admit to the full 
the justice of the way in which they pro- 
ceed to explain the increase; but this 
explanation was given 26 years ago, and 
the numbers were only then brought up 
to 22,855, and the solution they gave 
was in my mind a reasonable one. But 
then how does the matter stand at the 
present time, when the number has quad- 
rupled? They give in their 40th Re- 
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port a Table which completely upsets all 
their theories of no ioamane. si ill not 
troublethe Committtee by going through 
all the figures on page 10 of the 40th 
Report. But in 1859 I find that the 
number of lunaticsin borough and county 
asylums was 15,844 ; the number in those 
asylums to-day is 48,139; the number 
in registered hospitals was 1,855, the 
number at the date of their last Report 
is 3,219; the number in Metropolitan 
licensed houses in 1859 was 2,551, at 
present it is 2,426; the number 
residing with relatives and friends 
was 5,920, it is now 6,318. The total 
in 1859 was 36,762, and the gross total, 
including those in Broadmoor and the 
Metropolitan District Asylums, is now 
80,156. It is then quite plain that in 
every department, both in the public in- 
stitutions and in regard to those pro- 
vided for by their friends, there has 
been, with trifling exceptions, an enor- 
mous increase. Now, with regard to their 
position, which has been referred to by 
my hon. Friend the Member for King’s 
County (Mr. Molloy). With reference 
to the Lunacy Bill, which was read three 
times in the House of Lords, and a first 
time in this House, I think it a very re- 
markable thing that they should have 
opposed the measure, which I consider 
would have been a very beneficial one 
in regard to the insane population of 
the country. There is one matter to 
which I desire to refer before I sit 
down. I allude to a case upon which 
the Lunacy Commissioners obtained an 
order from Lord Chancellor Selborne to 
make a Report—the case of a lady and 
her daughter, both alleged to be insane, 
aud who were detained in the house of 
a gardener at Newport, Isle of Wight. 
The Commissioners endeavoured to exe- 
cute the Lord Chancellor’s order, but 
were met with determined opposition on 
the part of the gardener Ms i his wife, 
who, on two successive days, refused them 
admission to the house. These people 
were in consequence summoned before 
the magistrates, the wife was discharged, 
but the husband was convicted and fined 
in a mitigated penalty. The order was 
subsequently executed ; but it was found 
that the younger lady had been removed, 
ar | had left England, and that the 
mother was in a moribund state, and, 
it appears, died very soon afterwards. 
The Commissioners did not say that 
there were any inquiries further than 
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this. TI shall certainly support the Mo- 
tion of my hon. Friend for the reduction 
of this Vote. I desire to draw atten- 
tion to the Report itself, and to say that 
it is incomplete. Several times I have 
brought before the House the fact that 
these Commissioners do not produce 
their Report until Parliament is either 
risen or is about to rise ; and now I find, 
from their preliminary observations in 
this Report, that they complain rather 
bitterly of having been forced to bring 
it out so early as in July, and allude to 
the fact that the Report is in conse- 

uence wanting in some particulars. 
We all know that Committees of this 
House sit and take evidence, and print 
it in the course of a few weeks, pro- 
ducing Reports—in a few months cer- 
tainly—which are of much greater im- 
portance than the Report of these Com- 
missioners; and, therefore, I do not 
think that they have any just ground of 
excuse for failing to produce their Re- 
Ee in full within the time specified. 

ir, I beg to support the Motion of my 
hon. Friend. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): No 
doubt, the Report resulting from any 
inquiry into the existing state of affairs 
by the Commissioners in Lunacy is a 
most valuable and important document. 
When we look into the state of these 
unfortunate people, who are afflicted in 
the greatest degree, and see how de- 
pendent they are upon the benevolence 
of the State, we find many instances 
which must move the natural feelings 
of hon. Members to try and promote 
the comfort of this class. I cannot help 
saying, from what we have heard this 
evening, that a complete case has been 
_ before the Committee by my hon. 

riend, and I shall have pleasure in 
supporting his Motion. When we con- 
sider that there are 80,000 people in 
England afflicted with insanity, and 
when we take into consideration that a 
large number of these persons are left 
to the tender mercies of managers and 
Lax pry of asylums, when what we 

now of these asylums is a disgrace to 
the humane feelings of the majority of 
the population, the importance of the 
subject impresses itself most deeply 
upon our consideration. Now, it seems 
to me that the Commissioners in Lunacy, 
from what we have heard to-night, do 
not perform their work in a satisfactory 
manner. For my own part, I cannot 


Mr. W. J. Corbet 


' “‘{OOMMONS} 





Service Estimates, 96 


help saying, and I believe many hon. 
Members will agree with me, that we 
are, to a certain extent, biased by the 
expressions which are used in connec- 
tion with this subject. The history of 
the past shows us that the insane have 
been dealt with in a way not at all 
suited to their condition ; and perhaps 
many Members of this House have read 
a book which at one time tended more 
than anything else to bring this matter 
under the consideration of Parliament. 
I refer to Valentine Vox, a book which I 
read many years ago. There are many 
points mentioned in that book which 
are, practically speaking, true to-day. 
Of course, we appoint Commissioners 
to inspect the asylums; but, speaking 
as a medical man, I know that these 
Commissioners find very great difficulty 
in dealing with this part of the work, 
because we know that a person suffering 
from what is called dementia may be 
perfectly sane for a week or a fortnight, 
and then go off his head again for two 
or three days, passing from complete 
sanity to savage mania. In many in- 
stances it is very difficult for them to 
express an opinion in these cases, and 
the consequence is that, when the Com- 
missioners godown toany of the asylums, 
they have more or less to act upon the 
ips: dizit of the medical man in charge, 
which, unfortunately, is not always re- 
liable. As a medical man, I dislike to 
say anything against the Profession to 
which I have the honour to belong. In 
dealing with this subject of private 
lunatic asylums the element of profit 
must not be lost sight of ; and this is a 
point which demands the strictest in- 
vestigation. I think this ought to be 
seen into more thoroughly than it is at 
present. I remember a case in point 
which occurred abuut four years ago in 
connection with a private lunatic asylum. 
The case was not brought forward, be- 
cause the relatives of the lunatic did not 
like to make the matter public. The 
lunatic in question was a professional 
man who had been a clergyman, and 
was afflicted with a propensity for the 
excessive use of alcoholic liquors. He 
was a man of weak constitution, which 
brought about the particular form of 
insanity with which he was afflicted, 
and he was confined in a private asylum. 
We know that people who go mad in 
consequence of drink get worse for a 
few days after they are deprived of it, 
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and afterwards, as a rule, improve and 
recover. Well, this gentleman was con- 
fined for about nine or ten months, and 
a member of his family wished to get 
him out of the asylum ; but, on inquiry, 
they were told it would be better to 
wait a little longer. This is the usual 
answer that is given at private asylums. 
After a great deal of trouble Commis- 
sioners were appointed to visit the 
asylum. The Commissioners came down, 
but decided to postpone their examina- 
tion until the next day. What had been 
done to this poor man? The fact is, in 
the meantime, he had been allowed to 
get hold of some liquor. When the 
Commissioners came to the asylum they 
were received with a smirk on the part 
of the proprietor, and notably on the 
part of the underlings in charge; they 
were shown into a room, and there they 
found this unfortunate man lying on a 
table with his abdomen quite bare; 
upon it was a kettle of water; and he 
informed the Commissioners that he had 
a fire inside him, and was boiling the 
kettle to make punch. The Commis- 
sioners would not be satisfied with 
simple investigation; but they went 
further and inquired into the cause. 
What happened was that, in the 
course of a fortnight, the man, whose 
case was considered as hopeless, became 
completely well; and, owing to the 
efforts of his relative, who insisted 
upon the Commissioners going down 
again, he was released. But it is not 
easy to get the Commissions to go down 
a second time. They are often satisfied 
with a single visit ; and it is a notorious 
fact that they take the tpse dizit of the 
medical manin charge. Unfortunately, 
they remind me of the practice of con- 
sulting physicians, who, when they are 
called in to see a case and have an- 
nounced the determination they have 
come to, always begin by stating that 
they completely and entirely agree with 
the physician in charge ; the only differ- 
ence being that the ordinary consult- 
ing physician is always bound to do some 
little thing, if possible, in the case, be- 
cause it is expected of him. These Com- 
missioners are bound to send in a Re- 
port ; and here I must endorse the state- 
ment of my hon. Friend the Member 


for King’s County (Mr. Molloy), who re- 
ferred to the Reports of the Commis- 
sioners as a scandal and as utterly 
worthless as regards the main purpose 


(THIRD SERIES. ] 


VOL. COCIX. 


{Szrrempen 10, 1886} 





Service Estimates. 98 
for which the Commissioners are ap- 
ponies = pamey. the protection of 
unatics. It is for issuing such Reports 
as these that the Commissioners enjo 
large salaries. I trust that this debate 
will produce some results. I hope that 
a yearly Report will be issued, setting 
forth on the face of it the number of 
rivate asylums which have been visited 
y the Commissioners. When we look 
into the case of private asylums and 
contrast them, and the way they are 
managed, with public asylums, we see 
that the private asylums are not so well 
eared for as the public asylums. The 
reason of this is perfectly clear; the 
statistics at our hand show us that the 
patients confied in private lunatic asy- 
lums live for along time. Of course they 
do. Why? Because they are paid for ; 
and we know that in many cases people 
who are sent to private lunatic asylums 
are actually Liq for after they are dead. 
That is stated in the Report of the Com- 
missioners; and there have been man 
instances in recent years. But, although 
the inmates of private asylums do live 
for a considerable time, still they do 
not recover in the same ratio as those in 
public asylums. This isa matter which 
ought thoroughly to be investigated by 
the Commissioners, who ought to add 
their quota to the knowledge we already 
possess of this remarkable portion of 
medical science; and I trust that in 
future they will attend to their duty in 
this respect more fully and completely 
than they have done hitherto. 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror toe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Srvart-Worttey) (Shef- 
field, Hallam): I have listened with 
great attention to the hon. Gentlemen 
who have brought under the notice of 
the Committee the serious defects of 
the present system. It is not the first 
time that I have listened to their ear- 
nest and conscientious pleading, and 
it is not the first time that I am com- 
pelled to refer to the overmastering cir- 
cumstances which prevent the Govern- 
ment taking in hand legislation to meet 
the evils of which they speak. Last 
year I undertook, on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government then in Office, 
that they would view with favour all 
efforts to promote legislation ; and, ac- 
cordingly, I am able to tell hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that the then Lord Chan- 
cellor had prepared a measure which ho 
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would have submitted to the House of 
Lords had that Government remained in 
Office. The noble and learned Lord 
who occupied the Woolsack in the time 
of the last Government did introduce a 
Bill, which d the House of Lords 
and came down to this House; but, 
owing to untoward circumstances, legis- 
lation had to be put a stupto. It is 
rather hard that the Commissioners 
should be found fault with, and that a 
proposal should be made to reduce their 
salaries, because Parliament has been 
unable to amend the Lunacy Laws in 
the direction in which they required 
amendment. I have had difficulty in 
making out, from the speeches of hon. 
Members opposite, whether they wish to 
increase the number of Commissioners 
or to have none at all; whether it is 
wanted to make easy their difficulties, so 
as to make them able to prevent abuses. 
I believe that the latter is the true policy, 
and such would have been the object of 
the legislation of the House of Lords 
last Session. The Bill of last Session 
aimed at the gradual extinction of pri- 
vate asylums; but hon. Members will 
see that we cannot abolish these all at 
once, because we have at present no 
substitute for them, and the only way to 
extinguish them would be by the estab- 
lishment of asylums for paying patients. 
With regard to the question of requiring 
an order of a magistrate before you 
detain a lunatic, it is hard to find fault 
with the Commissioners because they 
disapproved of this portion of the Bill. 
I can assure the hon. Member for King’s 
County (Mr. Molloy), and other hon. 
Gentlemen who take an interest in this 
subject, that between this and the next 
Session of Parliament it will occupy my 
most earnest attention, and that of Her 
Majesty’s Government, and that no time 
will be lost in asking the assent of Par- 
liament to legislation. I do not propose 
to deal any further now with the un- 
doubtedly important matters raised by 
hon. Members opposite. I ask them to 
be content with the fact that nothing 
will be left undone for the purpose of 
securing what they consider to be con- 
ducive to the welfare of this class of the 
afflicted. The hon. Member for Wick- 
low (Mr. W. J. Corbet) has referred to 
the Report of the Commissioners. The 
Commissioners were asked to bring out 
their Report earlier this year; but they 


were supplied with no additional staff | 
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| and no additional powers for the pur- 
pose of acceleration. With regard to 
this, I may say that the arrangement 
might possibly have been made more 
lueid had they been allowed more time 
in which to bring out their Report. I 
trust, after this explanation, the hon. 
Gentleman will not see any necessity to 
offer serious opposition to the Vote. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): My 
hon. Friend the Member for the Birr 
Division of King’s County (Mr. Molloy), 
who moved the Motion for the reduction 
of this Vote, is not present at this mo- 
ment; but I am sure we shall be con- 
sulting his wishes if we take a division. 
My hon. Friend has stated to-night that 
this is the fourth year he has drawn at- 
tention to this subject. Notwithstanding 
this, he is treated in the scantiest man- 
ner—in such a manner, in fact, as al- 
most leads one to suppose that the Go- 
vernment doubt the hon. Gentleman’s 
sincerity in bringing the matter forward. 
Under these circumstances, and con- 
sidering that the hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley) gave us no assurance 
that there will be any legislation tending 
in the direction pointed out by my hon. 
Friend, we are bound to go to a division. 
We shall divide as a practical protest 
against this system of procrastination. 
The assurance that this subject will re- 
ceive the most earnest attention of the 
Government is of the most stereotyped 
character. In Ireland, when we hear 
that the Government are going to give 
most earnest and serious attention to any 
matter, we come to the conclusion that 
they are not going to do anything what- 
ever until they are absolutely compelled. 
The hon. Gent!eman( Mr. Stuart- Wortley) 
has said that thereis other Business before 
Parliament which prevents legislation 
on this subject. He must know per- 
fectly well that, even though Irish ques- 
tions do monopolize the larger share of 
the time of Parliament, non-contentious 
legislation—and no one will pretend 
for a moment that legislation on this 
subject is other than of a non-contentious 
character—has in these times a good 
chance of passing. I will not assume 
that anyone in this House has any other 
motive than to benefit this unfortunate 
class of human beings; secondly, I can- 
not imagine anyone in this House setting 
up his views in opposition to those which 





will be generally conceded to be right ; 
and I am confident that if a Bill were 
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introduced dealing with this subject, and 
commanding the support of a large 
number of Members, it would not ex- 
perience any difficulty in passing through 
all its stages in the busiest time. This 
is the fourth time the hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Molloy) has drawn attention to this 
question. I do not know whether he 
went toa division on previous occasions 
—probably he did not, and it turns out 
that his forbearance has been rewarded 
by nothing being done. I think we are 
bound to go a step further on this occa- 
sion; and, therefore, if I am allowed to 
do so, I shall insist upon a division being 
taken. 

Mr. ARTHURO’CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I do not rise for the purpose of 
offering any opinion on the question of 
the debate, and for the very reason that 
I have not heard the whole of the 
debate; but before going to a division 
I should like to draw the attention of the 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Stuart-Wortley) 
to one or two points in connection with 
this Vote. The first point I wish to raise 
is that of the utter want of attention 
which the representations of the Com- 
missioners with regard to the employ- 
ment of paid skilled attendants for 
imbecile inmates of workhouses have 
hitherto met with at the hands of Guar- 
dians. The other point is that of the 
necessity of a diet superior to that which 
is given to ordinary inmates. On these 
two points the Commissioners have more 
than once complained that their represen- 
tations are all in vain. ‘Then I assume 
that the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Ritchie) will take notice that the Com- 
missioners have remarked upon the un- 
satisfactory surroundings or circum- 
stances of post mortem examinations in 
the Metropolitan District Asylum at 
Leavesden. The Commissioners re- 
ported that the practice of making post 
mortem examinations was not so general 
as they believed it might be; and the 
chief reason why they urged that care- 
ful post mortem examinations should be 
held was that they had some ground for 
suspecting that many of the deceased 
patients had suffered personal injuries, 
which escaped observation, such as 
broken limbs. Broken limbs may often 
result from ill-treatment by attendants 
not particularly well qualified for the 
positions they occupy. The Commis- 
sioners go on to compare favourably the 
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asylums with the circumstances of the 
os aya of the Metropolitan Asylums 
- Now that, certainly, isa matter 
which ought to receive the attention of 
the proper authorities. The last point 
to which I desire to ask the attention of 
the Government is in reference to the 
Roman Catholic inmates of a number of 
these lunatic asylums. No one will 
question that the influence of religion 
has often a very quieting and salutary 
effect upon persons suffering from mental 
disorder. ow, in the Birmingham 
Asylum there are no less than 50 Ca- 
tholic patients, who, mad as they may be 
on certain points, are yet keenly alive to 
the fact that according to the dictates of 
their religion they are obliged, if pos- 
sible, to hear Mass on Sundays and 
Holidays of Obligation. The Commis- 
sioners are of opinion that the absence 
of facilities for the purpose is a grievance 
which ought to be remedied. That is 
not an isolated case. On page 278 of the 
Commissioners’ Report the same repre- 
sentation is made with regard to the 
Roman Catholic patients in the New- 
castle-on-Tyne Asylum. These patients 
number between 40 and 50, and the 
Commissioners are of opinion that the 
ministrations of a priest of their own 
faith should be obtained for them. I 
trust the attention of the hon. Gentle- 
man will be directed to this point also. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 67; 
Noes 123: Majority 56.—(Div. List, 
No. 19.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


(5.) £29,081, to complete the sum for 
the Mint, including Coinage. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Upon 
this Vote I should like to raise the 
question of the desirability of continu- 
ing the circulation of half-sovereigns. 
We all kuow that this question was 
raised, I think, about two years ago in 
avery unpleasant shape. I cannot re- 
collect the exact amount, but it is a 
very large one, which it was then stated 
is lost annually through the depreciation 
in the value of half-sovereigns. The 
amount of gold in half-sovereigns circu- 
lated in England is exceedingly great ; 
and, in my opinion, the time has come 
when the Government ought to abolish 
the circulation of half-sovereigns alto- 
gether. Iam quite aware that such a 
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course would meet with considerable op- 
sition from men who consider the 
alf-sovereign a convenient coin. 


Notice taken, that 40 Members were 
not present; Committee counted, and 40 
Members being found present, 


Mr. DILLON (resuming): I was 
pointing out, Mr. Courtney, that by 
some people the half-sovereign is con- 
sidered @ very useful coin; but that 
now it has become a very grave ques- 
tion whether, for the sake of the conve- 
nience of persons who like the coin, a 
continuous loss through its circulation 
should be sustained by the country. 
Everyone who knows anything about 
gold coinage knows that the wear and 
tear of half-sovereigns is exceedingly 
great as compared with the wear and 
tear of sovereigns. I should think it is 
fully double, if not more; and the con- 
sequence of this is that a loss of a 
very considerable amount—I have not 
ascertained the amount—is sustained 
every year, and will go on as long as 
these coins are circulated. What I wish 
to urge upon the Committee is that, in 
my opinion, the proper course for the 
Government to take is to call in half- 
sovereigns, and to discontinue their cir- 
culation. Well, now, when we come to 
examine the coinage of both coun- 
tries—I will deal with that of the United 
States of America and that of Italy, 
having had some opportunity of study- 
ing the coinage of both these countries 
—we find that the circulation of gold is 
exceedingly scanty; that, practically, 
there is no coin such as the half-sove- 
reign circulated in those countries. I am 
not awaro that in the United States any 
serious inconvenience arises from the 
non-circulation of gold. The circulation 
of gold is almost entirely confined to the 
20-dollar piece, which is worth rather 
over £4. On account of its size 
this coin circulates very little, and 
therefore the loss thruugh wear and 
tear is exceedingly slight. Of course, 
I know that in the United States 

aper money takes the place of gold. 

e tendency of civilization is to in- 
crease largely the circulation of paper 
money and decrease the circulation of 
gold. It may be said that the point I 
have raised is but a small branch of the 

eat question of currency. But it still 
is one worthy of consideration : it is well 
to consider whether the circulation of 
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to such an extent as is witnessed in 

is country, an extent which does not 
exist in any other country, should be 
any longer continued, especially when 
regard is had to the fact that such a 
circulation leads to perpetual waste and 
loss. As I havesaid, andas hon. Mem- 
bers are no doubt aware, in the United 
States of America the place of gold is 
enormously taken by paper. My expe- 
rience, and it is somewhat considerable, 
is that no inconvenience arises from this 
fact. Indeed, I believe that besides the 
loss in wear and tear, which is pre- 
vented by the great substitution of paper 
for gold, the convenience to individuals, 
as well as to the State, is very great. I 
recognize that it would not be proper to 
raise the large question of paper cur- 
rency at this particular time, and in so 
informal a manner; and, therefore, I 
will simply say that in view of the 
growing scarcity of gold, and of the diffi- 
cult questions which have arisen out of 
thatscarcity, the Government are bound, 
without entirely revolutionizing the cur- 
rency system of England, to consider 
what newer methods they can adopt to 
stem the waste of gold in this country. 
I believe no substantial inconvenince 
would be inflicted on the public of Eng- 
land if the coinage of half-sovereigns 
was entirely stopped, and those that are 
at ey in circulation called in and 
melted down, and a silver currency sub- 
stituted for them. I know perfectly 
well that such a measure as this will 
have a very small effect indeed in meet- 
ing the difficulties which are known to 
exist on account of the scarcity of gold ; 
but, so far as it goes, to will help, tempo- 
rarily, at all events, to relieve the pres- 
sure in this direction : it will take in at 
least £10,000,000 sterling of gold, and 
throw it on the market—perhaps more ; 
I have only made a rougk guess—and 
in the replacement a considerable quan- 
tity of silver will be absorbed. While 
the continuous fall of silver is inflicting 
great hardship on individuals, and I be- 
lieve leading to widespread difficulties 
in trade, even while the Committee 
which has been appointed to inquire 
into these matters is sitting, I do not 
think so small a matter as this ought to 


be neglected by the Government, if it* 


will, as I think it will, check the down- 

ward tendency of silver in the market. 
THE CHANC CELLOR or tur EXOHE- 

QUER (Lord Rayvotrn Cuvnrcuitt) 
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(Paddington, 8.): Mr. Courtney, I was 
not aware that this subject was to have 
been brought forward to-night. The 
hon. Member opposite (Mr. Dillon) must 
know that he has raised a question which 
is of very large and wide range, and, 
in some sense, very unfathomable and 
mysterious ; and it is not due to any want 
of courtesy to him at all if I ask the 
hon. Member to excuse me from at- 
pra as. to follow him with any amount 
of elaboration into the suggestions which 
he has made. I must frankly admit 
that I do not feel myself able at the 
present time to deal with the questions 
he has raised. These are questions 
which must before very long come before 
the House of Commons for very serious 
consideration. I imagine that the hon. 
Gentleman has combined, to some ex- 
tent, two questions which ought to be 
kept distinct and separate. He has 
combined the question of the quantity 
of light gold coin which is at present in 
circulation, and he has raised the much 
larger question as to whether it is ad- 
visable that we should continue to coin 
small gold coins. As to the question of 
the quantity of light coins in circulation, 
I hope that the Revenue will be in a 
sufficiently satisfactory state to allow of 
its being dealt with next year; but the 
question as to whether it is politic or 
prudent to circulate, or to withdraw from 
circulation, small gold coins is a matter 
on which I am not able at the present 
time to arrive at a definite conclusion. 
The hen. Member suggests that we 
should discontinue the coinage of half- 
sovereigns, in order, if I understand him 
right, that we should, so far as it goes, re- 
habilitate the valueof silver. But thehon. 
Member himself admits that the effect of 
such a course will be extremely small, and 
can only act as a very slight palliative 
upon the depreciation of silver in the 
market. I admit, however, that this 
question of the withdrawal of half-sove- 
reigns is one well worthy of considera- 
tion, and I am not at present aware of 
any great or overwhelming objection to 
it; but, at the same time, I should be 
sorry to-night to express a definite opi- 
nion with regard to it. No doubt, it is 
quite open to argument that our cur- 
rency arrangements are not, from one 
point of view, considered strictly with a 
view to economy of gold, and to economy 
in the use of gold. But, on the other 
hand, I submit to the hon. Member that 
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what may be called our ¢ ce in 
the use of gold adds indirectly to Eng- 
lish credit. It may be extravagant for 
us to use gold so very freely; but, on 
the other hand, I am not prepared to 
deny that our being able to afford to use 
gold so freely may be in itself a source 
of credit to this country. Then the hon. 
Member must recollect, when he advo- 
cates a greater use of paper money, as 
in the United States, how strong in 
England is the force of custom and of 
habit. For very many years—in fact, 
since the time of Lord Liverpool—the 
people of thiscountry, who are singularly 
influenced by habit and custom, and 
who in questions of this kind are mar- 
vellously conservative, have been ac- 
customed to a gold coinage, and to a free 
use of gold in all ordinary commercial 
and trading transactions; and it is quite 
possible that the greatest imaginable 
mischief to all classes might arise from 
any very sudden or violent interference 
by the Government, or the Legislature, 
with what has come to be, perhaps, a 
deep. rooted and almost ineradicable habit 
on the part of the people of this coun- 
try. Lonly make these remarksin order 
to show to the hon. Member that the 
subjects he has raised are far, indeed, 
from being absent frommy mind. The 
moment the exigencies of Parliament 
allow me to do so, it is my hope and in- 
tention to devote close and careful study 
to these questions; but I trust the hon. 
Gentleman will not expect me to commit 
myself to any particular opinion on the 
questions he has raised, but will he con- 
tent with the assurance that these ques- 
tions are receiving the most careful at- 
tention of the Government. A certain 
portion of the subject, that with regard 
to the excessive use of gold in our cur- 
rency bearing upon the depreciation of 
silver, is obviously a matter which must 
come under the consideration of the 
Royal Commission which the Govern- 
ment have appointed. That Commis- 
sion will, I trust, investigate the matter 
with as much expedition as its nature 
will admit of; but before it reports it 
obviously will be impossible for the Go- 
vernment to take any definite action. 
Mr. DILLON: e answer of the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer is entirely satisfactory to me. 
I did not expect for a moment that he 
would stop the circulation of half-sove- 
reigns without consideration. Perhaps 
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it is as well that I should say I only 
alluded incidentally to the greater ques- 
tion of currency reform, and that I ad- 
mitted that the question I raised was a 
small one, but that I thought it was 
well worthy the attention of the noble 
Lord. Thenoble Lord, I think, slightly 
misunderstood me. I did not say the 
stoppage of the coinage of half-sove- 
reigns would have any great effect on 
the silver, or bullion market. My in- 
tention certainly was to convey that if 
you were to take in all the gold which 
is now circulating in the shape of half- 
sovereigns and replace it by silver, and 
do all this in one year, if it could be done, 
it would act as a sort of check upon the 
depreciation in the value of silver. 

r. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): I beg 
to point out that the loss on the coinage 
of gold is estimated at £2,000, and that 
on the coinage of silver £500. I trust the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will see his 
way to adopt the circulation of silver toa 
greater extent than now obtains. There 
is one question I should like to ask, and 
it has reference to steel coinage. The late 
Professor Jevons recommended that steel 
ought to be employed for the manufac- 
ture of smaller coins, instead of bronze. 
If rust could be prevented, it is quite 
clear that such a coinage would be very 
eee and advantageous. I should 

ike to elicit from the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the authorities have any intention of 
carrying into effect this recommendation 
of the late Professor Jevons ? 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
This question has not been before me, 
and really I am not sufficiently ac- 
quainted with it to pronounce an opinion 
upon it. 

Mr. CAINE (Barrow-in-Furness) : It 
seems to me that the £400 put down 
under Sub-head G. for Brokerage is not 
a proper expenditure. I see no reason 
whatever why the Deputy Master of the 
Mint should not go into the silver market 
himself, and do his own buying, and 
thus save this amount for brokerage. I 
trust we shall receive some explanation 
upon this point. 

Tue SECRETARY ro raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): I 
think anyone who is accustomed to trans- 
act business in London in articles of 
produce coming from abroad his pretty 
well aware that it is the custom in almost 
every branch of business to employ 
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brokers. It may be, and no doubt it is, 
true that any individual who goes into 
the London Market can, without any 
difficulty, get any reasonable quantity 
of either gold or silver bullion; but as 
a matter of economy—and I understand 
the hon. Gentleman raises the question 
entirely on that ground—lI should say, 
from my own personal experience of 
business in London, that the Govern- 
ment are wise in following the custom 
of the trade, and that probably the £400 
a-year which is spent in this way is 
more than saved by the employment of 
a broker. By buying bullion ourselves 
we might save the broker’s commission ; 
but Iam confident we should have to 
pay fully its equivalent, and probably 
more, in the extra price asked us. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): The 
usage in ordinary trade is, I think, 
that brokerage is paid by the seller, and 
not by the buyer. That has been my 
experience in the sale and purchase of 
American produce. That being so, I do 
not see why, in this case, the brokerage 
should be charged to the buyer instead 
of to the seller. 

Mr. A. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): I see 
that the loss on the coinage of silver is 
put down at £500, and that on the 
coinage of gold at £2,000. The loss on 
gold is charged for, while that on silver 
is not. Gold is supposed to be the money 
of rich men, and yet they get the 
weight of gold back. Silver is the 
money of poor men, and for any de- 
ficiency they arecharged. I think we 
ought to receive some explanation on 
this point. 

Mr. JACKSON: I think I can ex- 
plain to the hon. Member the practice 
with regard to gold coinage. Gold coins 
are issued free of charge in exchange 
for bullion. 

Mr. A. BLANE: But will the hon. 
Gentleman explain how it is that silver 
is charged for and gold is not? If the 
hon. Gentleman does not give usa satis- 
factory explanation I am afraid I shall 
have to move to reduce the Vote. 

Mr. JACKSON : If the hon. Gentle- 
man means to reduce the Vote, perhaps 
he will kindly put his question in a 
form in which the Government can un- 
derstand it ? 

Mr. A. BLANE: It is quite easy. A 
man brings a certain weight of gold to 
the Mint, and gets the same weight back. 
If he brings silver he is charged for it. 
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Mr. JACKSON: The coinage of silver 
is ed for, and it arises from the fact 
that silver is not a legal tender in this 
country, and gold is. The coinage of 
this country is a gold coinage, and silver 
is merely a token coinage. 

Mr. CAINE: Perhaps the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
will say whether any Commission is 
charged on gold when it is purchased ? 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
No. 

Mr. CAINE: Is there nothing paid 
to brokers ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I imagine there 
would be if you had to go into the 
Market to bay gold; in that case you 
would leave to pay brokerage on gold 
just as on silver. I take it, however, 
that the £400 is charged as brokerage 
on the purchase of silver only. 

Mr. CAINE: The whole tendency 
among men of business in London is to 
get rid of brokerage, and I cannot ac- 
cept as satisfactory the explanation given 
by the hon. Gentleman. [I shall not 
divide the Committee on the present oc- 
easion; but if this amount appears in 
next year’s Estimates I shall repeat the 
question, and most certainly take a 
division. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
The hon. Gentleman (Mr. Caine) advo- 
cates the abolition of brokerage; but, 
in connection with the purchase of silver, 
the position of the Government does not 
differ from that of private firms. The 
Government goes into the Market just 
as other purchasers do, and has to em- 
ploy and pay brokers in the ordinary 
way. If an individual wanting silver 
did not employ brokers he would have 
to add to his own expenses, so there 
would be very little difference in the 
long run. If we abolished this broker- 
age, and expect the Master of the Mint 
to go into the market whenever he wants 
silver, he would have to add to his own 
establishment in order to provide that 
the purchases of silver should be pro- 

erly and economically made. Obviously, 
it must be a saving to the Government 
to employ men to puchase silver who 
are properly qualified ; it must be more 
economical to employ persons who are 
connected with that special business 
than to add to our own establishment 
men unaccustomed possibly to the Mar- 
ket, and who at times would not be em- 
ployed at all. I put it to the hon. Gen- 





{Szpremser 10, 1886} 








110 


tleman, as a man of business, whether 
he really thinks it is extravagant of the 
Government to do what every private 
firm finds it advantageous to do P 

Mx. CAINE: I can assure the noble 
Lord it is not the custom of firms in 
London to employ brokers. I myself 
am a merchant in produce in the City of 
London, and I never dream of paying 
brokers. This silver is consigned tothe 
dealer in silver by the owners of the 
silver, and you pay him brokerage. The 
Deputy Master of the Mint is not at all 
overworked; he is a large dealer in this 
produce ; and why should he not go to 
Market and buy from the man who has 
silver to sell? As a matter of fact, two 
commissions are paid for every pound 
of this silver that is purchased by the 
Mint. This £400 is an unnecessary 
charge, and if the matter is properly 
looked into, there will be no difficulty 
in obviating the charge in future. 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): May I ask if the same 
amount of silver is bought every year, 
because £400 has been regularly nay, 
for years past? It is a notable fact that 
silver is a great glut in the Market. 
There is a great amount in the banks; 
indeed, managers find the greatest diffi- 
culty in getting rid of it. I should like 
to know why £400 is charged regularly 
every year for buying this silver, when 

robably no such sum is ever spent? 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I promise the hon. Member for Uxbridge 
(Mr. Dixon-Hartland), and hon. Gentle- 
men generally, that I will take the 
earliest possible opportunity of discuss- 
ing the question with the Master of the 
Mint, in order to inform myself more 
fully upon it. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): On the 
question of brokerage I should say 
that if the Master of the Mint is really 
a judge of the value of silver he ought 
to buy silver himself; but if he does not 
understand silver, and has not time 
to watch the fluctuations of the Market, 
a broker is a very proper man to em- 
ploy. As a man of business, my ex- 
perience in that a person who only goes 
occasionally into the Market, and who 
does not carefully study the Market, is 
very likely to make injudicious bargains, 
and may, in consequence, very easily 
lose £400. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): Notwith- 
standing the comments made from the 
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Treasury Bench, I do not quite see why 
we should give way on this matter 
all at once. I do not recognize the 
force of the remarks that have been 
made by the Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Jackson), or by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph 
Caurchill). I agree with the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Barrow-in- 
Furness (Mr. Caine) that two broker- 
ages are paid, and that the Deputy 
Master of the Mint, who receives £1,500 
a year, ought, when necessary, to pur- 
chase the silver himself. But if it is 
found that the Deputy Master of the 
Mint cannot buy silver owing to the 
pressure of other duties, the ‘‘ Master 
and Worker” of the Department, who 
happens to be the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, might do some practical and 
actual work, and thus allow the Deputy 
Master sufficient time to go to market, 
and purchase the silver for which £400 
is now paid to brokers. I know that 
formerly a very large business was done 
on the Liverpool Cotton Exchange by 
brokers; but it gradually dawned on 
the Lancashire manufacturers that they 
could make their own purchases, and 
save brokerage. They thus saved a great 
deal, and this public Department could 
do the same if they acted as the Lanca- 
shire manufacturers did. This £4C0 
might be absolutely saved if the Gen- 
tleman to whom £1,500 a-year was paid 
bought the silver himself; and if he 
could not do the work, why not bring 
into requisition the services of the 
‘* Master and Worker?” 

Mr. P. O’BRIEN (Monaghan, N.): 
The question raised by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Mayo (Mr. 
Dillon) is, asthe Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
admitted, one of wide and large range ; 
but I do not think the Committee will 
agree with the noble Lord in consider- 
ing it very mysterious. I do not think 
it would be very mysterious in its opera- 
tion. The effect of withdrawing half- 
sovereigns from circulation would, I am 
sure, be very beneficial in many respects ; 
and therefore the suggestion of my hon. 
Friend deserves the consideration of the 
Government. But, Mr. Courtney, it 
strikes me that the charge of £2,500 
for loss of gold and silver withdrawn 
from circulation is worthy of some 
consideration. 
Mr. Criily 
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Mr. MOLLOY: If there is a loss of 
£2,000 on the gold coinage, the whole 
of the sum ought to be recovered from 
the ‘‘sweep.” I should like to know 
how it comes to pass that there is this 
heavy loss upon gold coinage, and only 
a portion of it is obtained from the 
*‘ sweep?” 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
The hon. Member puts to me a technical 
question which I am quite unable to 
answer; and I do not think that if he 
remains in the House 50 years he will 
ever find a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
ready to answer off-hand questions of 
this kind. I do not know whether he 
has ever been to the Mint. I went 
there not many years ago, and I was 
informed that a considerable amount of 
gold was lost in coinage, in waste of 
one kind or another; but that from time 
to time a very careful ‘“‘sweep” was 
made by the workmen, in which a great 
portion of the gold lost in the process of 
manufacture was recovered. Whether the 
recovery from the ‘‘ sweep” balances the 
loss on coinage I am not quite prepared 
to say. 

Mr. MOLLOY: I admit the ques- 
tion is rather intricate, and my inten- 
tion was simply to draw the noble 
Lord’s attention to it. I assert, how- 
ever, from my knowledge of these 
matters, that there ought not to be 
any loss on the coinage of gold. The 
whole of the loss in coinage, within a 
fraction, ought to be recovered from the 
“* sweep.” 

Mr. J. ROWLANDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
Perhaps the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer can tell us what be- 
comes of the ‘‘ sweep”? 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
Obviously, what is recovered by the 
employés in the ‘“‘sweep” is used in 
subsequent manufacture. 

Mr. J. ROWLANDS: AsI have had 
some practical experience in this matter, 
perhaps the noble Lord will excuse me 
if I say that the employés do not use 
up the “sweep.” The “sweep” is 
sold ; someone purchases it ; and I think 
it should be shown on the Estimates 
exactly how much it realizes. 

An hon. Memser: I think the noble 
Lord was perfectly correct in saying that 
no Chancellor of the Exchequer during 
the next 50 years will be able to answer 
every question of this character off-hand. 
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As a matter of fact, the ‘“‘sweep” is 
sold. 


Vote agreed to. 


(6.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £5,796, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the National Debt Office.”’ 


Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.): The question I wish to 
raise is, whether it is advisable in the 
public interest that Sir Rivers Wilson, 
the Comptroller of the National Debt, 
should also occupy the position of 
Director of a private financial under- 
taking? Sir Rivers Wilson, as Comp- 
troller of the National Debt, is paid a 
salary of £1,500 a-year, and in addition 
he has been appointed a Director of the 
Suez Canal, with a salary of £500 
a-year. He was not satisfied with his 
lot, and therefore gave his name toa 
private financial undertaking. The at- 
tention of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Mid Lothian (Mr. W. E. 
Gladstone), then Prime Minister, was 
called to the subject, and the result was 
that Sir Rivers Wilson resigned his 
private appointment. I find, however, 
that Sir Rivers Wilson has still con- 
tinued to be a Director of the British and 
Foreign Life and Fire Insurance Com- 
pany. Ihave no doubt he is paid for 
his services as a Director of this Com- 
pany; his salary may not be a large 
one; but, nevertheless, a very large 
principle is involved. The late Prime 
Minister undertook to consider the 
general question of the connection of 
permanent Civil servants with private 
undertakings. The right hon. Gentleman 
did not come to a conclusion; but the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer—the 
present Member for South Edinburgh 
(Mr. Childers)—considered the question 
another year, and ended by saying he 
was afraid he could not lay down any 
rule, but must leave the matter to the 
discretion of the Heads of Offices. It 
does seem to me that, of all officers of 
the Government, the Comptroller of the 
National Debt ought not to embark in 
private enterprizes. It seems to me the 
principle that he ought not to do so was 
conceded when he was obliged to resi 
the appointment he had at one time ac- 
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cepted. I will not detain the Committee 
longer ; but I hope the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will give his serious 
attention to the matter, and that he 
will deem it right to direct, or to re- 
ss Sir Rivers Wilson to give up the 
irectorship of the private Company, 
and be content with the two appoint- 
ments he holds under the Government. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or rnz EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn CuxvurcHtt1) 
(Paddington, 8.): In reply to the hon. 
Gentleman (Sir Geor ampbell) all 
I have to say is that Sir Rivers Wilson 
is a most valuable public servant, one 
of the most valuable this country pos- 
sesses. I have no knowledge whatever 
of the circumstances to which the hon. 
Gentleman alludes. The great charge 
the hon. Member brings against Sir 
Rivers Wilson is that he is a Director of 
an Insurance Company, thenameof which 
I recognize as being that of one of the 
most respectable Insurance Companies 
in this country. I can see no reason, on 
my present information, why Sir Rivers 
Wilson should not be a Director of this 
Company; and if that is all the hon. 
Member has to urge against Sir Rivers 
Wilson I really cannot undertake to 
interfere. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL: I regret 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
does not see any objection to Sir Rivers 
Wilson holding an appointment in a 
private undertaking at the same time 
that he is the Comptroller of the Na- 
tional Debt. I beg to move the reduc- 
tion of this Vote by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £5,296, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the National Debt Office.””— 
(Sir George Campbell.) 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): The 
noble Lord stated that Sir Rivers 
Wilson is a very able official, and the 
Director of a most respectable Assur- 
ance Company; but that, I think, is to 
avery large extent begging the ques- 
tion. The question seems. to me to be 
whether public officials shall hold ap- 
pointments in private Companies, out- 
side their position as officials of the 
Government. There is, at the present 
time, a considerable amount of agitation 
among 4 certain class of people against 
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public officials being Directors of a 
ply Associations. I certainly think the 
Government officials should be paid a 
reasonable salary for their services, and 
that they should not exceed the duties 
of their Office ; and, more than that, I 
think that gentlemen holding Office 
under Government should not be al- 
lowed to sell the use of their names as 
‘guinea pigs” to public Companies 
which are wanted, simply because they 
have Offices under Government. I as- 
sent to all the noble Lord has said in 
favour of Sir Rivers Wilson; but I en- 
tirely dissent from. the position he has 
tuken up, that there is no objection 
to Government officials becoming mem- 
bers of private firms. After the remark 
of the noble Lord, that Sir Rivers Wil- 
son could become the Director of a re- 
spectable Assurance Company if he 
thought fit, it is probable that many 
other officials will become members of 
Assurance Companies of shady charac- 
ter, and by that means may carry ruin 
to a large number of people. I venture 
to hope that the noble Lord will recon- 
sider this question, and give a firm 
decision, not only on the merits of this 
particular case, but with regard to the 
position of Government officials gene- 
rally in matters of this kind. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.): I shall 
be inclined to vote for the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy (Sir George 
Campbell). I think that the noble Lord 
has made a very indiscreet defence of 
Sir Rivers Wilson; because, as the hon. 
Member for West Cavan has said, there 
are other officials who may be led by it 
into similar employments. 

Srr GEORGE CAMPBELL: I have 
a strong opinion in these matters derived 
from a long official career. I was in 
hope that I should have received from 
the noble Lord a more conciliatory 
answer. I remember the case of the 
high official in the National Debt Office 
which was settled by the late Prime 
Minister, the official having to resign 
an employment which he held. I appeal 
to the noble Lord to reconsider this 
matter. The words which the noble 
Lord has uttered are words which, 
coming from him, are most dangerous 
words, because not only has he excused, 
but he has justified, the conduct of Sir 
Rivers Wilson. As far as anything he 
said is concerned, Sir Rivers Wilson 
might have represented half-a-dozen 
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Companies, or received any number of 
appointments; and unless I receive a 
more satisfactory answer from the noble 
Lord it will be my duty to divide the 
Committee. 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I have not the slightest objection to the 
hon. Gentleman dividing the Committee. 
The hon. Gentleman’s idea of a concilia- 
tory reply is, that I should deprecate 
the conduct of Sir Rivers Wilson. If 
the hon. Gentleman supposes that I am 
going to depreciate the characters of 
Government officials for the purpose of 
conciliating Gentlemen opposite he is 
mistakon. 

Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.): I 
wish to add my protest to that of the 
hon. Gentleman (Sir George Campbell) 
against the holding of private appoint- 
ments by public officials, a practice which 
tends to giving credit to many Companies 
that are unsound, and to ruin the sub- 
seribers. I say that this principle is a 
wrong one altogether. It is the complaint 
generally of the trading community 
that they are injured by the extension of 
so-called co-operative stores. Therefore, 
I protest against the principle in ques- 
tion, and if any hon. Member will second 
me I am quite prepared to divide against 
the Vote. 

Mr. ARTHUR WILLIAMS (Gla- 
morgan, 8.): Itis extremely unfortunate 
that the noble Lord the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer should adopt this line. 
We all have, I am sure, great respect for 
the official in question. I think the hon. 
Gentleman who brought the subject for- 
ward has discharged a very grave duty 
in showing that an official like Sir Rivers 
Wilson, a man in high position, is occu- 
pying his time in the service of a private 
Company. It is desirable that a fact of 
that kind should be brought under the 
notice of this House; becaiise if this 
is done by men in his position, and is 
countenanced by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, we shall find it done by minor 
officials, and great inconvenience will 
result. Therefore, I hope that it may 
be recognized by the Government that 
officials, either in high or minor posi- 
tions in the Public Service, are not en- 
titled to accept other employment. 

Mr. GEDGE (Stockport): The hon. 
Member who has just spoken seems to 
lay down the principle that a servant of 
the Crown is obliged to give his whole 
service to the Crown. Is it really to be 
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the case that the servants of the Crown 
are to be slaves, who are not at liberty 
to do anything else but their public duty; 
and are they not to be allowed to occupy 
their spare time? Is Mr. Matthew 
Arnold, the Inspector of Schools, not to 
be allowed spare time in which to write 
those poems which we alladmire? No 
one does his work better than Sir A. 
Stephenson, the Solicitor to the Trea- 
sury, and there is no reason why he 
should not be a Director of the Economic 
Life Office. But is he to be told he is 
not to give his spare time to any occupa- 
tion he thinks fit that is of an honour- 
able character? If it is said that, be- 
cause Sir Rivers Wilson is a member of 
an old established Insurance Company, 
some other gentlemen in the Service may 
become members of Fishery Companies, 
I reply, let the matter be dealt with when 
it comes up. I say, let us hear no more 
of this subject in connection with Sir 
Rivers Wilson; but let us accept with 
gratitude the services he has performed 
with so much credit to the country. 

Mr. CAINE (Barrow-in-Furness): I 
am quite sure, from my experience in 
these matters, that no one can be a 
Director of the Alliance Insurance Com- 
pany without giving some hours a day 
twice a week during the greater portion 
of the year. Now, that would be given 
ata time when a public servant ought to 
be in his office. In this way, the services 
of Sir Rivers Wilson would be required 
just at the middle of the day, when we 
should expect to find him in his place. 
Weknow, ofcourse, thathe would not take 
any appointment that was not conform- 
able with the discharge of his duty ; but 
a principle is involved in this matter, 
and I should like to know whether the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would ap- 
prove of the Secretary to the Admiralty 
becoming Director of a shipbuilding firm 
on the Thames? The question of the 
employment of public servants as Direc- 
tors of Companies is a very important 
one, and I trust that the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Kirkcaldy will divide 
the Committee upon it. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, N.E.): 
I protest against the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer calling in question the con- 
duct of those who object to servants of 
the Crown undertaking private business 
when they ought to be devoting their 
time to public business for which 


they are paid. The position we take up 
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is one of principle; the question has 
been raised long enough ; and all I can 
say is, that unless the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer can give us some idea that 
the Government will take it into con- 
sideration, we, on this side of the House, 
shall do our best to force the hand of 
the Government upon the question. The 
practice has been complained of over 
and over again. The hon. Gentleman 
who has just spoken (Mr. Caine) has 
referred to a matter which comes home 
rather closely—namely, that of a man 
being associated with private under- 
takings similar to that for which he is 
paid by the Government. It seems to 
me that a public servant ought to devote 
his whole time to the work for which 
the country pay him; and I think it 
would be of greater advantage to the 
couatry if Mr. Matthew Arnold were to 
devote more time to the work for which 
he is paid. I altogether dissent from the 
principle that a man in the Public Ser- 
vice should be allowed to devote any 
portion of the time for which he is paid 
to other employment. 

Mr. BIGGAR: I believe that hon. 
Members who oppose this Vote will not 
take any exception to the particular In- 
surance Company with which Sir Rivers 
Wilson is connected. But I protestagainst 
the argument of the hon.Gentleman oppo- 
site (Mr. Gedge), who said that we ought 
not always to criticize the action of Go- 
vernment officials when they become 
members of what I may call shady 
Companies, or when they are deficient in 
the duty which they owe to the State. 
There are public Companies which are 
presumably solvent, and beyond criticism 
ee but that is not the question. 

think we ought to go on the general 
principle, and consider whether or not 
these gentlemen should be allowed to 
become directors of trading Companies, 
and, at the same time, public servants. 
First of all, it appears that these gentle- 
men give, on several days a week, some 
hours to the work of the Insurance Com- 

any, and ignore their public duty. 

‘* No, no!) Well, it seems to be so. 
And, in the next place, as in the case of 
Mr. Matthew Arnold, we find that poems 
are written in business time. There is 
the fact to be considered that a man may 
write good or bad poetry, and it does 
not much matter; but when a public 
servant becomes a member of an Insur- 
ance Company, a great many people may 
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suffer by the fact that his name has been 
lent to an unsound concern. It is a much 
more dangerous thing for a public ser- 
vant to become a Director of a Company 
than it is for him to write poems, or 
occupy his time with similar work. I 
hope the hon. Gentleman will divide the 
Committee on this question, in order to 
show that this House requires that 
public servants should give their whole 
time to the performance of their duties, 
and have nothing to do with business 
speculations. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: I wish 
to say one word of protest against the 
doctrine laid down by the hon. Gentleman 
below the Gang way opposite (Mr. Gedge) 
—that a public servant is only bound to 
give a modicum of his time to the Public 
Service. I think that is a most dangerous 
doctrine, for this reason especially— that 
the money which he receives as salary is 
a fixed quantity, and that which he makes 
from his other position is a variable 
quantity ; and, therefore, as the means of 
increasing it, he is likely todevote more 
time to the latter than to his public 
duties. I have many years of official 
experience ; and I think the doctrine pro- 
pounded by the hon. Member for Stock- 
port, with the sanction of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, is most dangerous. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): There 
are many grave evils connected with the 
rani of public men becoming mem- 

ers and Directors of public Companies. 
Had it not been for the fact that the 
late Mr. Sadlier was a Lord of the Trea- 
sury, he would not have been able to 
swindle the public to the enormous ex- 
tent that he did. I see no reason why 
we should consider public officials as 
any better than other people, but rather 
the other way, as being less occupied. 
I have been in their society, and am 
able to speak with some knowledge in 
this matter. I think the question under 
discussion is one of much importance in 
the interest of the people; and if the 
hon. Gentleman goes to a division I 
shall certainly vote with him. 

Mr. A. BLANE GArmagh, 8.): I do 
not think that this Committee would act 
justly if they did not apply to the heads 
of Departments the same rule as they 
apply to subordinates. It is of no use 
saying, as the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has said in effect, that because a 
man is respectable he should be allowed 
to do what other people are not allowed 
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to do. I protest against that doctrine, 
and shall therefore vote for the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Kirkcaldy (Sir George Campbell). 

Question put. 

The Committee divided: — Ayes 73; 
Noes 139: Majority 66.— (Div List, 
No. 20.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(7.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £25,303, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year endin 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, connect 
poe Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Oo., Birr): 
I do not wish to discuss this Vote ia 
any sense; but I desire to put a ques- 
tion to the Government upon it. I 
should like to know whether it would 
not be possible to have an index of 
foreign patents prepared for reference 
in our Library? Such an index would 
be of the greatest value. Another sug- 
gestion I would make—and it is one 
which I made on a former occasion— 
is that a museum of patent models should 
be established in England similar to 
those which are to be found in almost 
every other country of the world. 

Tae SECRETARY ro tar BOARD 
or TRADE (Baron Heyry De Worms) 
(Liverpool, East Toxteth): In reply to 
the hon. Member I have to say that the 
index he refers to is being proceeded 
with, and that I trust it will be com- 
pleted in a very short time. The other 
suggestion the hon. Member makes is a 
very good one, and will receive fayour- 
able consideration. 

Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.): I 
wish to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee to a very great want existing in 
this Kingdom, and I would trouble hon. 
Members with a few words of explana- 
tion thereupon. I would contrast the 
American trade mark system, and some 
portions of the Continental system, with 
our own. In America, I believe, the 
system is that the trade mark, when 
submitted to the Registry Department, 
is not recordeg until it is properly and 
duly examined ; and when it is found to 
clash with an existing trade mark it is 
refused admission on the index. The 
same thing applies, and perhaps still 
more strongly, in the matter of patents. 
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A different system exists in England. 
I believe, as far as I am aware, that 
any person can bring forward a patent 
or trade mark, present it to the Depart- 
ment, and have it indexed, without 
taking into consideration whether or 
not it clashes with any pre-existing 
patent or trade mark; and the conse- 
quence of that system is that the trader 
who has a pre-existing patent or trade 
mark is put in a position of being 
obliged to bring an action at law against 
the subsequent patentee, or person re- 
gistering, to defend his right. The 
result is that long and tedious law suits 
occur, often to the serious detriment, 
and even to the ruin, of one or other of 
the parties. We have in this country 
frequent instances of the unsatisfactory 
result of this system; and we had in 
Ireland, quite recently, a case in point 
which accentuates the necessity of having 
some change in the law. I would, there- 
fore, beg to draw the attention of the 
noble Lord the President of the Board 
of Trade (Lord Stanley of Preston) to 
the necessity of introducing an examina- 
tion system combined with the indexing, 
and of ordering that the indexing alone 
shall not be sufficient. He should have 
an examination system combined with 
the present process, so that immediately 
a person presented an invention clashing 
with one already registered, it would be 
rejected, and the party presenting it 
told that he had no right to any protec- 
tion in regard to it. beg to call the 
attention of the Department to this 
question, as I believe the system I pro- 
pose would tend greatly to the advan- 
tage of the trading interests of the 
country. It would be a reform which I 
believe to be very urgently called for. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : It is a 
matter for regret that hon. Gentlemen 
should address themselves to subjects 
with which they do not appear to have 
made themselves fully acquainted. Those 
who know anything about trade marks 
are aware that they cannot be admitted 
on the register without previous exami- 
nation. 

Mr. P. McDONALD: I have confident 
personal knowledge to the contrary. 

Mr. TOMLINSON: This is not the 
time to go deeply into the question of 
the laws relating to patents and trade 
marks. The hon. Gentleman seemed to 
confine his observations to trade marks; 
and I wish to point out that the law, as 
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established by the existing Acts, pre- 
vents two e marks of a similar de- 
sign being registered with respect to the 
same class of 8. 

Mr. M. J. NY (Tyrone, Mid): On 
a point of detail, I should like to know 
how it is that there are two items in the 
Vote relating to indexing? How can 
this double charge be made for the same 
thing ; and will the hon. Gentleman op- 
posite (Baron Henry De Worms) ex- 
plain what is the meaning of this item 
of £4,000, which is a considerable in- 
crease upon the charge for last year? 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I am sorry that the hon. 
Member for Preston (Mr. Tomlinson) 
should have thought it right to say what 
he did to my hon. Friend sitting near 
me (Mr. P. McDonald). He says my 
hon. Friend addressed himself to a sub- 
ject of which he knows nothing. Well, 
I have sat with the hon. Gentleman op- 
posite (Mr. Tomlinson) for four years in 
this House, and I must say that during 
the whole of that period the hon. Mem- 
ber has never seemed to me to know 
anything, except how to block a Bill, 
and how to fill up those interstices in 
debates which talkers against time know 
so well how to avail themselves of. 
[** Oh, oh! "hk In reply to the interrup- 
tion of hon. Members, I would point out 
that I myself never talk against time. 
My hon. Friend says he has had ex- 
perience of trade marks being granted 
without proper investigation; and I 
would recommend to the hon. Gentle- 
man, the champion blocker, this import- 
ant fact for his consideration—that, at 
the present moment, the noble Lord the 
President of the Board of Trade (Lord 
Stanley of Preston) is engaged in a con- 
sideration of a Bill for re-arranging the 
whole of the law of trade marks, and a 
Bill is to be brought in next year. If 
trade marks are in the happy condition 
the hon. Member (Mr. Tomlinson) sup- 
poses them to be in, there would be no 
occasion whatever for the introduction 
of the Bill the noble Lord is engaged 


upon. 

PMR. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I be- 
lieve the present cost of obtaining a 
patent is too high, and that it operates 
very harshly against the working class 
of this country. The total cost is much 
more in England than in any other 
country. I would ask the Government 
to do what they can to reduce the cost, 
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so as to enable our intelligent artizans 
and labouring classes to patent their 
inventions. 

Tat ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricwarp Wesster) (Isle of Wight) : 
Perhaps it would be convenient that I 
should say a word or two at this point 
on the three questions which have been 
raised. First, as to the examination of 
patents and trade marks. Perhaps I 
ought to point out to hon. Members 
that the question of the examination of 
patents and the question of the exami- 
nation of trade marks are distinct. As 
to the examination into the validity of 
letters patent before a patent is granted, 
I need not remind the House that that 
is a subject which has occupied the 
minds of those who have studied the 
Patent Law for the past 15 or 20 years. 
Rightly or wrongly it has been con- 
sidered neither possible nor desirable, 
in the interest of inventors, to attempt 
to make examinations as to novelty. 
The whole matter was carefully con- 
sidered prior to the passing of the Act of 
Parliament of 1883. I must remind the 
Committee that the matter is dealt with 
in Section 7 of the Act, under which 
there is an examination and report as to 
the nature of an invention ; and if the ap- 
plication, specification, or drawings have 
not been prepared in the prescribed 
manner, or if the title does not suffi- 
ciently describe the subject-matter of 
the invention, the application may be 
refused. That, the Committee will see, 
is an examination into what I may call 
the validity of the patent, to find whe- 
ther, on the face of it, the subject- 
matter has been properly described. 
Then I would remind the Committee 
that when there is an opposition the 
matter is governed by Section 11, which 
provides that there may be such opposi- 
tion on the ground that the applicant 
has obtained the invention from the op- 

onent, or from the person who is his 
fogal representative, or on the ground 
that the invention has been patented 
in this country on an application of 
prior date. The Committee will observe 
that, the subject-matter being advertised 
in the case of important inventions, it is 
pretty well known whether or not any 
important patent intrudes upon the 
rights of prior patentees. Where the 
owner of a previous patent opposes it, 
it rests with the Law Officer to decide 
whether or not a patent is to be granted. 
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The suggestion of the hon. Member op- 
posite would be that, in the interest of 
every inventor, there should be an exa- 
mination as to the validity of every 
patent, to see whether or not the patent 
should go on. The subject has been 
most carefully considered, and those who 
have studied the working of the Patent 
Law have come to the conclusion that 
unless such an examination were tho- 
rough, so that the State could guaran- 
tee the validity of the patent, it would 
be of no real value to the patentee. I 
do not wish to repeat the names of 
the eminent men who have expressed 
opinions upon this matter. Some of 
them are no longer with us, though 
others, I am happy to say, are still 
living. Sir William Siemens, who came 
to this country for the sake of the Patent 
Laws, having started originally with the 
idea that an examination would be de- 
sirable, at last came round to the oppo- 
site view, and sat on a Committee to 
consider this question, which reported 
that it was not desirable that there 
should be such examination. The cost 
of an efficient examination would be 
very great indeed; and the desire, of 
course, is to reduce the cost to inventors 
of obtaining patents. I do not think 
that anyone who is conversant with the 
daily working of the Patent Office, and 
of the Patent Laws, will be of opinion, 
especially now that there are much 
larger powers of amendment than before 
the passing of the last Patent Act, that 
it would be desirable, in the interests of 
the patentees, to attempt a system of 
examination. I do not know that I 
need say anything further on that ques- 
tion. With regard to the cost of index- 
ing, I may be allowed to tell the Com- 
mittee—though it is scarcely within my 
province, but as I happen to have had 
the matter brought prominently under 
my notice I may be permitted to say a 
word or two with regard to it—I may 
be allowed to tell the Committee that 
the main cost of the increase of index- 
ing is the increase of work thrown on 
the officials of the Patent Office. It has 
been already pointed out that the matter 
of indexing is of one great importance to 
patentees, and especially to those who are 
bringing out patents for improvements. 
It would be astonishing to Members, on 
inquiring into this subject, to find how 
frequently it happens that inventors, 
who think they have hit upon a per- 
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fectly original idea, find on in- | is 
venigeien that the same thing ren 

invented before. Indexing is a most 
difficult process ; and, owing to the large 
increase which has taken place in the 
number of patents since the passing of 
the last Act, it has been necessary to 
ineur great expense in the matter. But 
a large increase has taken place on the 
other side of the account. There is a 
countervailing balance; therefore, the 
patentees who pay the fees have a right 
to be considered. With regard to the 
cost of obtaining the patent being too 
high, that was a matter which was con- 
sidered priur to 1883. The initial cost 
was largely reduced. In the first in- 
stance it is only £4—£1 on application 
for a provisional protection, and £3 on 
completion of specification. There is no 
further payment until the end of four 
years. Practically speaking, therefore, 
every useful invention can get protection 
for four years for £4; and there are few 
inventions indeed which cannot be de- 
veloped, and tried, and tested in four 
years. And when a man has got an in- 
vention which is so useful that it is 
worth while to obtain a monopoly for 
it, then, at the end of four years, he 
can continue the patent. The sum 
charged is not at present considered too 
large; but whether a reduction is pos- 
sible and desirable, I am sure those who 
have control over the Patent Office will 
be very glad to consider. So far as the 
interests of working men inventors are 
concerned, I do not think there have 
been anything like the complaints as to 
the high cost of patents since the pass- 
ing of the Patent Act that there were 
previously. Certainly, the endeavour 
of those who have had the framing of 
the laws has been to put it in the power 
of those working men who have been 
fortunate enough to hit upon an original 
invention to obtain a patent for it on 
the most moderate terms, and then to 
secure their right at the least possible 
expense. I am not aware that any other 
question has been raised upon which I 
can afford the Committee any informa- 
tion; but I think I can say that, as to 
the examination of trade marks, the 
Comptroller does not allow two trade 
marks of a similar kind to be put on 
the same class of goods. All these 


matters have been lately under the con- 
sideration of the Patent Office and the 
Board of Trade; and I do not think there 
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is any question of weight which has 
been overlooked, and = which every 
effort has not been made to make the 
Act work as successfully as possible. 

Mr. P. McDONALD: My remarks 
were in the direction of improving the 
law as totrade marks. I id not intend 
so much to address myself in the course 
of my observations to the question of 
patents, inasmuch as I am more con- 
cerned in the one than the other. I am 
pleased to find that the observations of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman have 
fully borne out the necessity that exists 
for effecting some change in the law; 
and that, indirectly, has been a com- 
plete answer to the hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. Tomlinson), who has earned the 
reputation of champion blocker of the 
House. 

Mr. OONWAY (Leitrim, N.): 
must be satisfactory to hon. Members 
to hear from the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman the Attorney General that there 
is likely soon to be a consolidated index 
of patents. As to cost, I would point 
out that the total income from patents is 
£86,980, whilst the cost of the Depart- 
ment is £53,000, leaving a profit of 
£34,000. It appears to me, pate 
that having £34,000 at their command 
they may very well see their way to 
reducing the charge, and to extending 
the initial period of protection. I think 
the Department ought to take that mat- 
ter into consideration. Looking at the 
Annual Report of the Patent Office, 
there appears to me to be one feature 
of it that demands the attention of the 
House. Here is a paragraph stating 
that during the year certain hardships 
arose under Sections 8 and 9 of the Act, 
owing to applicants not having complied 
with the statutory requirements ; and as 
to the production of an amending Act, 
enabling the Comptroller to allow suffi- 
cient time for the completing of specifi- 
cations. The time allowed is too short, 
and it will, no doubt, be wise to make 
arrangements for meeting the complaints 
of inventors. We all know how great 
are the complaints of inventors. We 
hear tell of their exceedingly sensitive 
natures; and one can well understand 
the feelings of anxiety of a man who 
submits a specification to the Patent 
Office, and the worry and the care 
which he must endure, owing to the 
over-methodical and circumlocutory sys- 
tem adopted by the authorities. ‘The 
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feelings of inventors t to be con-| which is actually the initial fee which 


sidered by those in the Depart- 
ments; and I trust that this paragraph 
in the Report to which I call attention 
will meet with consideration from the 
Attorney General, and that the time for 
putting in specifications after applica- 
tion has been made will be extended. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): I should 
like to ask whether facilities could not 
be given to working men to enable them 
to take out a patent without the inter- 
vention of alawyer? I myself thought 
I had an invention worth patenting ; but 
I found thatI should have to go toa 
lawyer, and give him something like 
£30 to begin with, in order to take out 
a patent. I thought that too much to 
pay for anexperiment. I, therefore, ask 
whether arrangements could not be made 
to enable a working man to go to the 
office and take out his patent without 
the intervention of a lawyer, or the 
trouble and annoyance of having to 
obtain legal assistance ? 

Dr. TANNER (Oork Co., Mid): I 
was led to understand by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman on the Treasury 
Bench (the Attorney General) that since 
this new Patent Law had been brought 
in the number of applicants for the 
protection afforded by Letters Patent 
had greatly increased. Well, Sir, in 
looking into the statistics, we find that 
the number of applicants has increased, 
but that the pumber of patents which 
have been taken out have not increased ; 
on the contrary, that there have been 
more heart-burnings over this question 
than over many others. [‘‘ Oh, oh!’’} 
Yes, than over many others that arise 
here every night. [Zaughter.) Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite may laugh, but per- 
haps they are not inventors. Well, 
Sir, there is one point to be noticed in 
connection with this Estimate, and that 
is that there is a considerable expendi- 
ture of public money involved for which 
there is no return whatsoever—I mean 
the amount paid in salaries to the exa- 
mining staff. They receive somewhere 
between £14,000 and £15,000 a-year, 
and that is altogether exclusive of the 
payment of writers and others in the 
same Department. There is no propor- 
tion between the numbers of these offi- 
cials and the numbers of the applications. 
The number of applications shows that 
the amount paid in this Department is 
not far from £1 for each application, 
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has to be paid by those who apply for 
patents. The initial fee may, therefore, 
be eaid to be spent in examination 
and preliminary specification. We may 
thus put aside this £1 per application 
as spent without advantage to anyone 
concerned. The Committee which has 
been appointed to deal with this ques- 
tion has shown that the method is of 
practical advantage. Though it has 
given general satisfaction in its work- 
ing, still it is a fact that the reduction 
of fees which was made was mainly 
clamoured for on the initial stage. If 
the number of patents applied for is 
to be taken as a criterion of the value 
of the Act there can be no question 
about that value, for its success in this 
respect exceeded the most sanguine an- 
ticipation of its promoters. In the first 
year the number of applications was no 
less than three times what it had been 
in the preceding year. In the year just 
passed there were only 16,101; though 
in the first year there were 17,110. 
That is a falling-off of 1,000; and it is 
to be accounted for by the fact that 
there was an accumulation just before 
the Act was passed. Of course, when a 
reform is —— in a Department of this 
sort, naturally enough the applicants 
will wish to take advantage of it, and 
will wait until it is completed. The 
applicants, therefore, waited until the 
reform took place, when they were able 
to take practical advantage of it. It 
will be highly satisfactory if the quality 
of this enormous number of inventions 
could be readily tested. Unfortunately, 
we are told that that is not possible. 
However, there is a rough test afforded, 
and that is by the number of applica- 
tions that are allowed to lapse at the 
first stage. With respect to this number 
of applications, there are a few statistics 
which have been furnished that I should 
like hon. Members to learn. The Patent 
Office has, with a delightful amount of 
eandour, lately published a full list of 
applicants for patents since the year 
1884, and which have become void in 
consequenee of complete specifications 
not having been lodged within ten 
months of the date of application. This 
list numbers 7,013, and the addition of 
applications voided for other reasons 
brings the total to 7,064, or 41 per cent 
of all the applications made in a year. 
Though there have been such a con- 
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siderable number of appli 
in order to take advantage of the new 
Patent Law, still, practically speaking, 
though the applications have been made, 
you must take into account the number 
of — who have lost their patents 
by letting the whole thing lapse. The 
number of patents voided under the old 
law was 35 per cent; and, putting the 
two figures side by side, we have the 
result that there has been a greater per- 
centage during the period to which I 
have drawn special attention. It is a 
little surprising that the percentage 
should be increased, and that the fee of 
£1 should yield no less than three-fifths 
of all the applications for patents— 
that is to say, that the inventors of two- 
fifths of the inventions for which patents 
are applied do not consider them worth 
£3 a-piece nine months after they have 
taken the first steps to protect them. 
This is an important point, and pos- 
sibly the hon. and learned Gentleman 
opposite will deem it worthy of his con- 
sideration. It used to be said, under 
the former law, that it was the heavy 
fees and the initial stages which killed 
the patents; but that argument cannot 
be advanced now. It would not be true. 
It is admitted that the taking out of 
patents is not now confined to such im- 
portant matters as it was in days gone 
by—in fact, that many smaller minor 
inventions are now worth patenting 
which formerly were not deemed of 
sufficient value—in consequence of the 
lowering of the charges. We cannot 
walk down any street of importance 
without seeing many shops in which are 
exposed for sale small patented articles 
which formerly you could not have ob- 
tained. [‘‘Order!””] Iwas talking about 
the examiners and the amount paid to 
them, and from that we come to argue 
on the price of patents ; and it is clearly 
discernible, even to the most superficial 
inquirer, that owing to the lowering 
of the price of patents many minor 
articles are patented. A man will now- 
adays take out a patent for a cork-screw, 
though, in days gone by, he would not 
have thought it worth his while to do so. 
We now find patents taken out not for 
one, but for dozens of minor articles, 
such as cork-screws. It is worthy of 
consideration how you can best give in- 
formation of all these small patents to 
future inventors. It is important that 
we should have an index; because, if 
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the patents were destroyed, we should 
have no record of what had been pre- 
viously detected. Besides, an index is 
necessary, so that future inventors may 
be able to see what has already been 
patented, and may be able to guard 
themselves from the risk of having their 
patents interfered with by the owner of 
an abandoned application, and that the 
owners of the abandoned applications 
themselves may be able to relinquish 
their first claims, and substitute fresh 
applications based on a fuller knowledge 
of the machine or implement they may 
have invented. It would also -be well 
worth considering whether the destruc- 
tion of all provisional specifications would 
not in itself be an advantage. In that 
case, the examining staff would not have 
to be relied upon to see that an inventor 
did not introduce fresh matter into his 
specification, which he had probably ob- 
tained from a rival. Of course, the 
examination of applications has suc- 
ceeded to a degree, and it certainly is a 
matter which should be inquired into. 
Inventors themselves, especially those of 
the poorer class, like it, because they 
believe that, after their specification has 
once been taken into consideration, it is 
safe from subsequent attack, and that, 
whether or not, they have secured an 
indefeasible right to their inventions. 
They have, at all events, obtained a 
right not to be impugned except by 
legal proceedings. [ Cries of ‘‘ Divide!” 
and ** Question!” ] If I have not ex- 
plained myself intelligently, I will en- 
deavour to do so at greater length. 
What I wanted to show was that the 
examining staff receive a large amount 
of money, and that, unfortunately, the 
benefit the people who take out in- 
ventions derive from the operations 
of these gentlemen is not altogether 
commensurate to this amount of 
money. The results are not alto- 
gether satisfactory. The existence of 
the examination has induced a great 
many inventors to rely upon them- 
selves and upon the officials for the 
proper drafting of their specifications, 
without the intervention of a patent 
agent. That is a very great mis- 
take, and is to be deprecated as 
likely to work to the disadvantage of 
persons who may wish to obtain patents 
in the future. I hope this matter will 
receive the deliberate and mature con- 
sideration of. the noble Lord the Presi- 


F 


130 








131 Supply— Cwil 


dent of the Board of Trade (Lord Stanley 
of Preston). 

Mr. A. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): I 
would draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the fact that a patent can be 
had in the United States of America for 
less than it can be obtained in this coun- 
try; and I look upon that fact, and the 
impetus it gives to American industries, 
as one of the reasons of depression of 
trade here. I have been many times in 
the United States Patent Office, and I 
never saw a policeman there; but in 
this Vote I see a large sum charged for 
police. I donot see why we should have 
this charge in the Estimates. In Wash- 
ington the police do their duty outside, 
and certainly not inside, the Patent 
Office. As I object to this item, I shall 
move to reduce the Vote by the amount 
for the Police. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I did not catch 
the amount by which the hon. Gentle- 
man wishes to reduce the Vote. 

Mr. A. BLANE: £400. 


Motion made, and Question, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £24,903, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, connected with the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks Act,”—(Mr. 
Alexander Blane,) 

—put, and negatived. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. CONWAY: I should like the 
hon. and learned Gentleman the At- 
torney General to answer the question I 
raised as to an extension of time being 
allowed between the date of the appli- 
cation and the date of delivery of speci- 
fications. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnarp Wesster) (Isle of Wight): 
The time under the old Act was six 
months. It has been extended to nine 
months, and that limit of time has been 
found to be quite sufficient. The cases the 
hon. Gentleman referred to were excep- 
tional cases of delay. There is ample 
time now for the authorities to consider 
the applications, and it is considered 
that nine months is quite long enough 
for complete specifications to be kept 
out of the Patent Office. To increase 
the time would only be to give an oppor- 
tunity to some inventors to put into the 
specifications more than was thought of 
at the time the patent was applied for. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Dr. Tanner 
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(8.) £11,190, to complete the sum for 
the Paymaster General’s Office. 


(9.) Motion made, and Question pro- 


’ 

“That a sum, not exceeding £4,014, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Establishments under the Public 
Works Loan Conimissioners.”’ 


Mr. MARJORIBANKS (Berwick- 
shire): I wish to elicit the opinion of 
the Government on two points in con- 
nection with this Vote, and they both 
refer to the functions of the Public 
Works Loan Commissioners as to ad- 
vances for harbour improvement. It 
will be in the recollection of the Com- 
mittee that some years ago a Committee 
of the House sat and recommended that 
large grants should be made for harbour 
works in the country. Later on, in 
1861, Mr. Milner Gibson, in conjunction 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Mid Lothian (Mr. W. E. Glad- 
stone), as an alternative to such a policy 
of grants, passed a Bill—the Harbeush 
and Passing Tolls Bill—to enable the 
Loan Commissioners to make advances 
for harbour works, by way of loan, at 
a low rate of interest—3}? per cent. 
That rate of interest prevailed until 
1868, when Lord Iddesleigh placed these 
loans on the same footing as other loans 
granted by the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners. I believe that to have 
been a breach of faith with the House 
and the country ; because these loans, at 
a low rate of interest, were distinctly 
given as an alternative to grants. I 
want to know if the present Government 
will do anything in the way of restoring 
the advantages which Harbour Autho- 
rities had all through the country for 
obtaining money at a low rate of in- 
terest when the security is good? I 
do not ask that where the security is 
bad they should have these advantages, 
but where the security is good. I do 
contend that, for purposes of improve- 
ment, the Harbour Authorities should 
have the advantage of State credit, and 
should be able to get money from the 
Public Works Loan Commissioners at 
the lowest possible rate of interest, 
which would not cause loss to the State. 
My second point is this—the Public 
Works Loan Commissioners are, un- 
doubtedly, very capable of judging 








138 Supply—Civil « 
what the value of a security is; but I 
entirely deny that they are a Body who 
are at all fit to judge of the policy of 
particular harbour works, or are a Body 
at all fit to inspect such works whilst 
they are in process of construction. I 
wish to know whether Her Majesty’s 
present Government are inclined to 
adopt the suggestion of the Committee 
I had the honour to preside over during 
the last Parliament but one, which re- 
commended that this power of deciding 
as to the policy of any future harbour 
works, and this power of superintending 
any work whilst in course of construc- 
tion, should be taken out of the hands 


of the Public Works Loan Commis- | 


sioners, who are not qualified to dis- 
charge those functions, and put into the 
hands of a Department capable of exer- 
cising them ? 

Mr. ANDERSON (Elgin and Nairn) : 
Before the noble Lord the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer (Lord RandolphChurchill) 
answers the question, I desire to ask 
him whether his attention has been 
called by the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade to the very strict terms enjoined 
upon the Harbour Commissioners in ad- 
vancing money in respect of harbour 
works at Lossiemouth, on the North- 
East Coast of Scotland? I had the 
honour to attend on a deputation the 
other day which waited on the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade (Baron Henry De 
Worms) in regard to this matter. It 
was represented to him that the Com- 
missioners insist that, in the event of a 
loan being granted, their charge shall 
be a first charge upon the works, and 
the result was the suspension of nego- 
tiations for the loan. pee the facts 
before the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade; and he stated that, in his opi- 
nion, this was a case where a concession 
ought to be made by the Commissioners 
in regard to the rule of their advances, 
and that he would make a representa- 
tion on the point to the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I only 
now desire to know whether the noble 
Lord takes the same view of the case 
that the Secretary to the Board of Trade | 
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hon. Gentleman rightly, he is inclined 
| to blame the Board of Trade, because 
| they will not allow public money to be 
advanced for purposes of harbour con- 
| struction in Scotland on other security 
than a first charge. Is that so? 

Mr. ANDERSON: The case I laid 
before the hon. Member (Baron Henry 
De Worms) is that the Commissioners 
insist on this advance coming before 
every other charge. 

Lorpv RANDCLPH CHURCHILL: 
I think the Commissioners were justified 
'in that. I am afraid I could not, for a 
|moment, approve of the advance of 
| public money on any other terms save 
as a first charge. The right hon. Mem- 
ber (Mr. Marjoribanks) has asked two 
questions of the Government, to one of 
which I am sure I can give an answer 
in the affirmative. I would say that 
the money of the State should certainly 
be advanced for purposes of harbour 
accommodation in England at such a 
| rate of interest as would not involve a 
| loss to the Exchequer. I have no ob- 
| jection to make to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s proposition in that respect, and 
I am sure there is none on the part of 
the Board of Trade. I think it quite 

ossible that former Governments have 
con rather lethargic in coming to the 
assistance of the lovalities in respect to 
the development of harbour accommoda- 
tion. It is within my knowledge that 
the right hon. Gentleman has rendered 
great service to the House and the 
public by bringing this matter of har- 
bour accommodation before Parliament ; 
and his formula that the Govern- 
ment should advance money for the 
purpose of carrying out important 
public improvements at the lowest pos- 
sible rate of interest is one which I 
shall be glad to adopt. The right hon. 
Member’s other question was, whether 
the Government would be prepared to 
remove these decisions as to the value of 
harbours from the Public Works Loan 
Commissioners and place them in the 
| hands of a Government Department? 
| That is a question which I cannot speak 
upon at present. We have had no time 











took, because it is a most important | to examine the Report to which the hon. 
matter, as affecting this harbour and | Member refers; but I undertake, if the 
the improvements that are contemplated | action of the Commissioners is shown to 
with regard to it. ‘have been improperly taken, and that 

Tue CHANCELLOR or raz EXCHE- | the action of a Government Department 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrx Cuuxrcuitt) | would be more satisfactory, to give the 
(Paddington, 8.): If I understand the | matter consideration. 


F 2 
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Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I think 
the noble Lord is certainly right in saying 
that he will not consent to lend public 
money except upon perfectly good secu- 
rity—that is to say, a first charge upon 
the works. I believe the noble Lord 
will be perfectly right, on those condi- 
tions, to lend money for the completion 
of harbours. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


(10.) £8,326, to complete the sum for 
the Record Office. 


(11.) £22,211, to complete the sum 
for the Registrar General’s Office, Eng- 
land. 


(12.) Motion made, and Question pro- 


, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £241,424, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for Stationery, 
Printing, and Paper, Binding, and Printed 
Books for the several Departments of Govern- 
ment in England, Scotland, and Ireland, and 
some Dependencies, and for the two Houses of 
Parliament, and for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Establishment of the Stationery Office, 
and the cost of Stationery Office Publications, 
and of the Gazette Offices; and for sundry 
Miscellaneous Services, including a Grant in 
Aid of the publication of Parliamentary De- 
bates.” 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): Mr. Courtney, you will re- 
member that last night I was called to 
Order by you on my endeavouring to 
raise some discussion upon a Vote then 
before the Committee with regard to 
the reporting of Parliamentary debates, 
and that I was referred to this Vote as 
the Vote on which my observations 
should be made. In the first place, 
then, there is a very extraordinary dis- 
7 between two items of this Vote 
—that is to say, the charge for printing 
Parliamentary Papers, binding, &c., 
amounts to no less a sum than £80,000; 
whereas the charge for the preparation 
and publication of Parliamentary de- 
bates and records is only £5,580. I 
venture to say that if these sums were 
reversed—that if £80,000 were spent 
upon Parliamentary debates and records, 
and £5,580 on printing Parliamentary 
Papers, we should make a much better 
bargain than we have under the present 
arrangement. I wish to press this most 
earnestly on the attention of the Govern- 
ment. At present we have a system of 
Parliamentary reporting which has no 
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example in the whole world, or in the 
history of mankind. Up to a short time 
ago Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates were 
entirely made up of extracts taken from 
the daily papers. I suppose that when 
hon. Gentlemen took up ansard’s Par- 
liamentary Debates and wanted to find 
out the opinions expressed by Ministers 
on previous occasions, they were under 
the impression that they were reading 
some carefully compiled official report 
of what Ministers had said—they were 
under the impression that they were 
reading an original report specially 
taken for Hansard’s Parliamentary De- 
bates. Well, Sir, the fact was the re- 
verse of this; it was simply a cutting 
from the report of a newspaper sup- 
posed to give a good report, and passed 
off as an official report of the words of 
the Minister. Some time ago a change 
was made in this matter; Mr. Hansard 
was given a certain sum so that he 
might employ a reporting staff of his 
own. A compromise was arrived at of 
a very peculiar character. Hansard at 
present reports only a certain portion of 
the proceedings of this House. If I am 
rightly informed, Hansard reports only 
discussions in Committee. The moment 
the Speaker leaves the Chair Hansard 
commences to report; the moment he 
resumes the Chair Hansard ceases to 
report. Well, Sir, I wish to call the 
attention of the Committee to the extra- 
ordinary consequences of this arrange- 
ment. We have the whole debate in 
Committee reported, and, on Report, we 
have none of the debate reported ; every- 
thing said in Committee is reported ver- 
batim in the first person. [‘‘ No, no! ”’} 
I can assure the hon. Gentleman who 
says “No!” that I speak with accurate 
and precise information on the question. 
You have, for instance, a certain clause 
discussed in Committee reported verbatim ; 
you turn tothe Report stage and you find, 
instead of a report verbatim et literatem, 
either a very partial mention of the 
clause, or, perhaps, no mention of it at 
all. The result of all this is that Han- 
sard’s reports at the present moment 
are most disproportionate. You have a 
system of the most careful and accurate 
reporting of the least important stage 
of a Bill, and you have a most scanty, 
vague, and often unintelligible record of 
the more important stage of a Bill. In 
more recent years reporting in the daily 
papers has undergone a revolutionary 
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change. I hope the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
think that I am making an unfair per- 
sonal allusion ; the gentleman who wrote 
to me on this subject says that if you 
were to try to develop the career of the 
noble Lord from his speeches in Hansard 
you would find more than one Aiatus in 
the series. Iam sure that the position 
of the noble Lord will make every word 
he utters interesting and important to 
Parliamentary historians in this coun- 
try ; but if you take the last six years, 
in which the noble Lord has taken a 
very prominent part in the debates in 
this House, you will find very little of 
his speeches reported. On the other 
hand, if you were to trace the Parlia- 
mentary career of Mr. Disraeli, you 
could do so with very great advantage, 
and almost completely, through Han- 
sard’s Parliamentary Debates. Mr. Dis- 
racli spoke for the first time on the 7th 
of December, 1837 ; he made his maiden 
speech on that occasion. He was a man 
who made a position for himself in 
literature ; but I suppose that no one is 
considered a great man who speaks in 
this House for the first time. And yet, 
if you turn to The Morning Chromiele and 
one or two more daily papers of the 
time, you will find the same report 
of his speech as if he had occupied 
the position of Sir Robert Peel or 
Sir James Graham. That, I think, 
was one of the most historical speeches 
ever delivered in this House —the 
speech of a man who was to be- 
come Prime Minister. But had Mr. 
Disraeli been present to make his speech 
in 1886 he would have been dismissed 
in three lines, and the loss would be 
ours, for in his case the world would 
have been debarred from turning to the 
words which were uttered at the com- 
mencement of the career of a very dis- 
tinguished statesman. Well, Sir, I 
think that either we ought to have com- 
plete official Parliamentary reports, or 
that we ought to allow Mr. Hansard to 
stick to his old plan of making out his 
reports from the newspapers. What 
can be more absurd than that you should 
have one part of a discussion collated 
from the daily papers, and another por- 
tion of the same discussion taken ver- 
batim by Mr. Hansard’s staff? I am 
strengthened in my demand by this fact— 
that, as I believe, England at the present 
moment is the only country in the world 
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with Representative Institutions that has 
not an official Parliamentary report. 
They have it in France, in Germany, 
and in every foreign country; and, 
further, all the Colonies—every country 
with Parliamentary Institutions has an 
official Parliamentary report, except 
the one which has been described as the 
mother of Parliaments. I maintain 
that every word spoken by a Member of 
this House is of sufficient importance to 
be recorded for future reference; but I 
say, for myself, that I regard the pre- 
sent system of Parliamentary reporting 
as so grotesque that I never open the 
reports sent tome by Mr. Hansard. I 
do not see the good of a system under 
which a speech made in the earlier part 
of the evening is very imperfectly re- 
ported, and a speech made later in the 
evening reported by Mr. Hansard in 
full. For these reasons I hope that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will pay 
some attention to the serious defects of 
this system, and make a change which 
is as much needed in the interest of this 
House as in the interest of the his- 
torical records of the country. 

Mr. OLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
would add to the remarks of my hon. 
Friend who has just spoken that such a 
record as he has indicated would pro- 
bably be continued with advantage, and 
appreciated by Members of the House 
and the Government, whomsoever they 
might be. I understand that the custom 
of some hon. Members is to write 
speeches and commit them to the 
printer, which they never deliver in this 
House. I dare say that a good many 
Members of the House write their 
speeches and deliver them, not for the 
benefit of the House, but of their con- 
stituents. If this form were established, 
probably many hon. Members would 
avail themselves of the system, and de- 
liver their manuscripts to the official re- 
porters, and thereby save the time of 
the House. I would like to draw the 
attention of the Committee to two or 


three other matters in connection with * 


this Vote. In the first place, the Chan- 
cellur of the Exchequer last night made 
what I think was a fair offer in re- 
ference to a question put to him about 
the supply of Parliamentary Papers to 
free libraries and mechanics’ institutes. 
He said that any Parliamentary Papers 
required by them would be supplied free 
of cost. But I would remind the noble 
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Lord that his promise is somewhat illu- 
sory; because it would be very difficult 
for anyone who does not see the Papers 
themselves to determine what Papers 
such institutions would require, or what 
Papers would interest the Members. I 
would, therefore, ask the noble Lord, in 
addition, to have a printed list of these 
publications, with a description of their 
contents, in order that the institutions 
referred to might know exactly what 
Papers they want. A more serious 
matter in connection with this Vote are 
certain paragraphs in the last Report of 
the Committee of Public Accounts. I 
refer to this particularly, because I am 
astonished that such indifference is dis- 
played on both sides of the House with 
regard to the Report of the Committee 
and the remarks of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General. I have seen Reports 
connected with large sums of money, in 
connection with which the Comptroller 
and Auditor General makes some most 
important remarks. The Committee of 
Public Accounts takes evidence with re- 
ference to these matters, and also makes 
recommendations with regard to them ; 
and yet, time after time, Votes have 
been taken in this House without a 
single observation being made upon 
them. Now, there are two or three ob- 
servations in the Report to which I 
think the attention of the Committee 
might be very properly directed for 
a few minutes. The Comptroller and 
Auditor General called the attention of 
the Committee of Public Accounts to 
the fact that complete and satisfactory 
vouchers as to the contents of packages of 
stores were not forthcoming. This is cer- 
tainly a matter which deserves the atten- 
tion of the Treasury. He wenton to say 
that there could be no difficulty in a list 
of stores being furnished to the Depart- 
ments. But the recommendations of this 
officer are treated with contempt; they 
are passed by year after year. It is 
essentially a bad example to those who 
have the spending of public money to 
hold out the prospect to the Heads of 
Departments that whatever they may do 
no action will be taken in the Committee 
of this House simply because the Vote 
may happen to be taken at half-past 1z 
o’eluck, when there is no time for proper 
poe re > think if this occasion were 
Be) or the purpose of entering an- 
other practical against this sys- 
tem, which has been described by the 
Mr. Clancy 


{COMMONS} 








Service Estimates. 140 


Committee on Public Accounts, of sup- 
plying inaccurate, incomplete, and un- 
satisfactory vouchers, it might tend to 
stop the practice. I would take this 
opportunity also of drawing attention 
to one other matter, and that is the 
extraordinary increase of the cost of 
the establishment of the Stationery 
Office. I find by a Report of the 
Comptroller, issued in 1581, that the 
cost of the establishment at that time 
was £14,575; but it was estimated 
that in future the establishment would 
only cost £10,327. I think the Commit- 
tee will be rather surprised to find that, 
instead of this saving of from about 
£4,600 being effected, there is actually 
an increase from £14,515, in 1881, to 
£23,000 for the year 1886-7. In view 
of this increase, I venture to think that 
the public at large have very just reason 
for complaint that the expectation of this 

romised reduction has not been realized. 

understand that certain contracts ex- 
pired in 1886, and that it was recom- 
mended, in 1881, that those contracts 
should not be renewed. I should like 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what arrangements are going to be 
made with reference to this matter, and 
whether the test of open competition 
will be applied not only in this case, but 
to every branch of Government printing 
both in England and Ireland? I should 
like to understand why it is that Messrs. 
Thom are the only persons in Dublin 
who are supposed to be capable of print- 
ing for the Government? They seem to 
have a sortof immunity from attack which 
certainly requires consideration. No mat- 
ter how they execute their printing, no 
matter what prices they charge, they 
seem to hold their ground at all times, 
and the principle of public competition 
is in their case entirely disregarded. I 
venture to bring these matters before 
the attention of the Government, and 
hope to receive from them some satis- 
factory assurance, failing which I shall 
feel it my duty to move a reduction of 
this Vote. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I wish to say a word with regard 
to the utter uselessness of Hansard in its 
present form. In regard to the reports 
of Parliamentary debates I think it 
would be best if these were issued the 
morning after the speeches were de- 


livered. They would then have a special 
interest for hon. Members, and they 
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would be likely to yield a larger return 
than they appear to yield at the present 
time. Hon. Members would then have 
an opportunity of correcting them before 
they were published in a permanent 
form. In the South Australian As- 
sembly their report is printed in con- 
nection with the large newspapers, and 
is issued by those newspapers as a 
special supplement. Recently I have 
frequently seen leading Members of the 
Government and Opposition consulting 
the admirable compilations of the de- 
bates now issued by Zhe Times news- 
paper. Hon. Members on both sides 
of the House have agreed that for the 
purpose of reference Hansard’s Debates 
are utterly useless both for this Parlia- 
ment and the last Parliament. A few 
days ago hon. Members had the example 
of the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and Members of the Government, refer- 
ring to this compilation of Zhe Zimes, 
and quoting speeches delivered in the 
course of the previous week. I do not 
know who is in charge of /ansard’s com- 
pilations; but I should be sorry to see 
this Vote passed without an appeal being 
made to the Government to carry out 
the suggestion I offer. Either we must 
abolish this Vote in view of the ample 
compilations given by Zhe Zimes, or we 
should have Hansard issued in a form 
which would enable hon. Members to 
receive the report the morning after 
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the speeches were delivered. It is an | 


enormous sum to pay for the debates in 
their present form; and, having some 


knowledge of the matter, I trust my | 


observations will have weight with the 
Committee. 

Sirk JOSEPH BAILEY (Hereford): 
So far as the supply of Parliamentary 
Papers is concerned, I venture to say 
there is not one Member of this House 
who reads a tenth part of the Papers 


sent to him. The supply of these Papers | 


is absolutely and entirely useless. As 
an illustration, I will take one Paper 
only of those issued yesterday morning. 
It had reference to certain changes in 
the currency of Cyprus. Well, Sir, the 
Government at home received an enor- 
mous number of letters from its officials 
on this subject. Letters were sent to 


and from Malta to this country in great 
numbers; the whole of these are printed 
and laid out in a form which is very 
costly, and, after all, useless so far as 
the majority of hon. Members are con- 
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cerned. I venture to think that the con- 
tents of this Paper could have been put 
into a single page. Of course, it is im- 
portant that when the Government is to 
be attacked on a question of foreign 
policy all the Correspondence should be 
before us ; but I think it would be suffi- 
cient to lay it on the Table in manu- 
script. It would thus be available to 
everyone, though I do not suppose half- 
a-dozen Members would read it. It 
could be read quite as well in manuscript 
as in print, an enormous amount of 
money would be saved to the country 
annually, and no hon. Member would be 
a bit the worse for the change. I hope 
the Government will use their best 
efforts to control the great extravagance 
in Parliamentary printing. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I do not agree with the views of my 
hon. Friend the Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool (Mr. T. P. 
O’Connor) so much to-day asI generally 
do. It may be that future generations, 
or future historians, will regret they 
have lost any words which have dropped 
from our lips; but the present genera- 
tion bear up exceedingly well against it. 
I am sorry to say that, so far as the 
public is concerned, we may be said to 
be throwing pearls before swine. My 
hon. Friend bas said that the reports in 
the newspapers are shorter now than 
they used to be some yearsago. This 
is the reason why—I am not speaking 
of The Times, but of the other London 
newspapers. Some years ago, when 
there was a debate of any importance, 
there was a greater demand for the 
newspapers containing reports of the 
discussion, and it was necessary to print 
an additional number of copies. I do 
not think that at present any penny 
paper in London does print an additional 
number of copies, unless the paper con- 
tains some speech like that of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid 
Lothian (Mr. W. E. Gladstone) on the 
second reading of the Home Rule Bill. 
But on ordinary occasions there are no 
additional copies of the paper printed, 
simply because the public do not want 
them. For that reason, also, the reports 
are reduced. A newspaper only has a 
certain amount of space, and it has to 
fill its space up with that which is re- 
quired or wished for by its readers ; and 
they, it is sad to think, seem to prefer 
other things to our speeches. Now, Sir, 





i 
q 








143 Supply— Civil 


with regard to Hansard’s reports. We 
pay for /ansard’s reports a lump sum 
of £4,500. We take 120 copies at 
£5 58. each—that is, £630 — which 
brings the total to £5,130. It is per- 
fectly true, as my hon. Friend (Mr. 
T. P. O'Connor) said, that we give this 
sum to Hansard because some years 
ago, when the arrangement was made, 
the Press did not print so many copies 
as at present, the newspapers had to go 
to press at an earlier hour than now; 
and the result was, speaking generally. 
the newspapers were unable to publish 
any report of the proceedings after half- 
past 12 o’clock at night, or, if they were, 
the report was of the most meagre de- 
scription. At the present time that is 
not the case. I have here some of The 
Times’ reports. The Times draws no line 
at half-past 12 o’clock ; the reports of Zhe 
Times after half-past 12 are conducted 
on precisely the same scale as before 
half-past 12. If hon. Gentlemen care 
to inquire what has taken place during 
the last year or two, they will find very 
important speeches delivered as late as 
2 o’clock have been reported in The 
Times. Itake one instance. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Shef- 
field (Mr. Mundella), then the Vice 
President of the Council, brought in the 
Welsh Education Bill after 2 o’clock; 
and the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
was reported, I think, verbatim, in The 
Times. There are several other in- 
stances of the same kind. Besides, 
when the House sits too late for the 
proceedings to be reported in the first 
edition, Zhe 7imes inserts the conclusion 
of its report in the second edition, and 
also prints it on the following day. 
Well, with regard to Hansard, Hansard 
does itself report, as my hon. Friend 
says, Committee stages, because they 
are not reported very fully in The Times, 
and it puts on its own reporters after 
12.30 at night. Other speeches, I think, 
it takes absolutely from Zhe Times, the 
report in The Times being the longest 
one published. 

Mr. T. oA O’CONNOR: It takes 
many reports from the country rs. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Sometimes 
they may take speeches from country 
ee I suppose that is when the 

ember arranges for himself to be re- 
ported ; when he sends his speech first 
to a country paper, and then up to the 
Gallery. I may point out that any hon. 


Hr. Labouchere 
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Gentleman can be reported verbatim if 
his constituents are anxious to read his 
speeches. A gentleman in the Gallery 
has issued a circular, a perfectly legiti- 
mate circular, offering, for a small re- 
taining fee and so much per column, to 
furnish verbatim reports of his speeches 
to any Member of the House. I do not, 
in the least, complain of these gentle- 
men in the Gallery ; I only mention this 
in order to show that anyone who is 
anxious to have verbatim reports of his 
speeches for his own constituents or 
himself, or the world in general, can 
obtain them for a very little outlay. 
Now it seems to me that, looking at 
these facts, looking at the fact that 
Hansard does take reports from The 
Times, except when the House is in 
Committee, he might take the reports 
from The Times after half-past 12 o’clock. 
The Times’ report really seems to me 
quite long enough—in it are given all 
the principal speeches, and the main 
features of the other speeches. Besides, 
I must point out to my hon. Friend the 
immense amount of space which would 
be occupied if every word spoken in 
the House were reported. e may 
take it that a column of The Times 
represents 20 minutes’ speaking. I 
have made a calculation when a Gentle- 
man has been reported—in 20 minutes, 
or a little less, a column of Zhe Zimes 
is spoken. The House sits, on an 
average, from 5 o’clock in the afternoon 
to 1 o’clock in the morning ; the conse- 
quence would be that, besides the other 
columns which are occupied with ques- 
tions and answers, we should have six 
pages of report. Now, that would be too 
much even for Zhe Zimes ; but it would 
be impossible and useless for other 
newspapers. I think that this £5,100 is 
wasted ; I do not think it is desirable 
that we should pay this mone to Lan- 
sard in order to get these re-copies, 
for practically they are re-copies, from 
other papers, issued to the public, too, 
one month or so after the speeches 
have been delivered in the House. Now, 
as the hon. Member for Canterbury 
(Mr. Henniker Heaton) pointed out, 
there is a weekly publication of Zhe 
Times’ reports, which is issued, I think, 
on Mondays. I think the price is 25s. 
for the Session. These reports I have 
generally seen quoted by hon. Gentle- 
men on this side of the House. It seems 
to me that, instead of enhancing this 
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payment of £5,000 to Hansard, we should 
content ourselves with these reports of 
The Times, and that we ought to en- 
courage Zhe Times to report Members 
who speak at a late hour a little more 
fully by saying that we will take a 
considerable number of copies of their 
weekly publication. If we took, for 
instance, 1,000 copies, that would cost a 
little over £1,000. Take 2,000 copies 
if you like; that would cost a little over 
£2,000. A copy might then be given to 
each Member of the House. There is 
no particular reason for inundating us 
with Blue Books. The hon. Baronet 
the Member for Hereford (Sir Joseph 
Bailey) said he did not read one-tenth of 
the Parliamentary Papers. I do not read 
one-fiftieth part of them, and I hope I 
never shall. But these debates are of 
greater importance than many Blue 
Books; and if we are supplied with Blue 
Books it seems reasonable we should be 
supplied with a weekly record of what 
takes place in this House. That would 
take 670 copies. The rest of the copies 
might be distributed—I see you now 
take 120 copies; I presume you want 
them for the Public Offices—amongst 
the Public Offices and the public libra- 
ries and mechanics’ institutes of the 
country. I would, therefore, venture to 
suggest to the Government to take into 
consideration the expediency, both on 
financial and many other grounds, of 
putting an end to the arrangement with 
Hansard, and of resting satisfied with 
the report in Zhe Times. Instead of 
spending £5,000, as now for Hansard, 
we might spend about £2,000, which 
would insure that at the end of each 
week each Member of the House would 
be supplied with a record of what trans- 
pired in the week, and that a certain 
number of copies would be sent to me- 
chanics’ institutes, public libraries, and 
other similar establishments. 

Tue SECRETARY ro rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool. (Mr. T. P. 
O’Connor) has raised the question of the 
printing contracts, and I think he very 
properly laid stress upon the desirability 
of submitting the work to public com- 
petition. The printing contracts expire 
at the end of this year, and the new 
contracts have been submitted to public 
competition. Fresh contracts have been 
accepted, with the result that a very 
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large expenditure has been saved. The 
new contracts are for 10 years. They 
come into force on the Ist of January, 
1887; and, compared with the prices 
paid in 1880, they show a saving of 
over £15,000 a-year in printing alone. 
In addition to that, there must be added 
£4,300 saved yearly on the paper, which 
has hitherto been provided by the con- 
tractors, but which will in future be 
provided by the Stationery Office. I 
ought to say that, in addition to that, 
special contracts have been made for 
pontine Provisional Orders, Bills be- 
ore the House, and matters of that de- 
scription, and also the printing for the 
Foreign Office. With regard to the first, 
the contract which has been made shows 
a saving of £1,000 a-year; and with 
respect to the latter, a saving of £1,500 
a-year has been effected. I ought to say 
also that an arrangement has been made 
for the sale of the Government publica- 
tions. This contract was also submitted 
to public competition, and has been let 
to the highest bidder. By this contract 
we shall derive an income of between 
£3,000 and £4,000 a-year. These con- 
tracts have, according to the Rules of 
the House, been laid on the Table. The 
hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. 
Labouchere) spoke about the cost of 
Hansard. I believe the minimum price 
paid to Hansard is £3,000 a-year for 
six volumes, and £500 for each addi- 
tional volume. That is the most recent 
arrangement which has been made. So 
far as the printing of the House is 
concerned, I may say it has been sub- 
jected to very close examination. My 
immediate Predecessor (Mr. Henry H. 
Fowler) took very great interest in the 
matter, and I believe the general opi- 
nion is that it has been put upon a very 
satisfactory basis. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: After the ex- 
planation, or rather non-explanation, of 
this Vote by the hon. Gentleman, after 
the statement that both the hon. Gen- 
tleman and his immediate Predecessor 
regard the present arrangement as satis- 
factory, I must move to reduce the 
Vote, in order to enable those Members 
who do not take that Utopian view to 
express it. Hansard is an absolute 
waste of at least £3,000 per annum. 
We can get the same thing, as I have 
already pointed out, and as the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for the Scotland Di- 
vision of Liverpool (Mr. T. P. O’Connor) 
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knows perfectly well, for £2,000, and 
have, in addition, nearly 2,000 copies of 
the report to distribute among museums 
and free libraries and mechanics’ 
institutes. I cannot understand how 
anyone knowing what Hansard is, know- 
ing what a compilation it is, can as- 
sent to the expenditure of this large 
sum of money. Hansard picks up the 
reports of speeches here, there, and 
everywhere, and reprints them a month 
afterwards. It is a publication which 
hardly anyone reads, except those who 
want to quote from it; and, therefore, to 
say that the arrangement is the most 
satisfactory we can make, and that we 
are to continue it for ever, does not seem 
to me to accord with plain common 
sense. I, therefore, beg to move the 
reduction of the Vote by the sum of 
£5,150. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £236,274, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, for Stationery, 
Printing, and Paper, Binding, and Printed 
Books for the several Departments of Govern- 
ment in England, Scotland, and Ireland, and 
some Dependencies, and for the two Houses of 
Parliament, and for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Establishment of the Stationery Office, 
and the cost of Stationery Office Publications, 
and of the Gazette Offices; and for Sundry 
Miscellaneous Services, including a Grant in 
Aid of the publication of Parliamentary De- 
bates.’’—( Mr. Labouchere.) 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: As 
Hansard is admitted to be obsolete, and 
that 7he Times publication has taken its 
place, I think the hon. Gentleman who 

as charge of this Vote might give us 
an assurance that some alteration will 
be made in the publication of Hansard. 
I think it would meet the views of hon. 
Members if the hon. Gentleman gave us 
the assurance that Hansard will be pub- 
lished, if not daily, certainly weekly— 
that, in fact, it will become what the 
Americans call a “live paper.’ 

Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR: I should like 
to put the Committee in possession of a 
few facts which I think will clearly prove 
to the hon. Member for Northampton 
ee Labouchere) and the hon. Member 

or Oanterbury (Mr. Henniker Heaton) 
that they are making an entirely impos- 
sible demand. The publication of Han- 
sard is certainly too much delayed ; but, 
surely, hon. Gentlemen know the rea- 
son why. Hansard is obliged to send 


Mr. Labouchere 
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every Member a proof of his speech ; he 
gives each Member three or four days 
in which to correct his proof, and he is 
not able to go to press until the time 
during which a Member has the right to 
read his proof has elapsed. They might 
go to press the day after’ a debate, so 
far as I am concerned, because I never 
take the trouble of opening the proof. 
But my hon. Friend (Mr. Labouchere) 
misunderstands: the reason why I do 
that. I object to Hansard’s report at 
present, because it is a mixture of in- 
compatibles—in one part it gives infor- 
mation at full length, in another part it 

ivesinformation in an abbreviated form. 
to that is an absurd arraugement, 
which deprives Hansard of the value it 
otherwise would have. My hon. Friend, 
who is himself an experienced journalist, 
says we should get the reports supplied 
from The Times. I do not wish to say 
anything against Zhe Zimes ; its weekly 
reports are very excellent; but, at the 
same time, they are not as good as those 
in Hansard, and for this reason. It very 
often happens you find in a Provincial 
paper a better report of a particular 
speech than you find in 7he Zimes, and 
this report Hansard uses. I do not know 
whether there is a daily paper or not in 
Northampton ; but I am perfectly sure 
that valuable as are the hon. Gentle- 
man’s remarks, and interesting as they 
evidently must be to everybody, you 
will find in the newspapers of North- 
ampton a rather fuller and better report 
of his speeches — [Mr. LaBovcneErE : 
No. }—than you find in the columns of 
The Times. Then I must say my hon. 
Friend does not do his duty by the 
Northampton Press, or the Northamp- 
ton Press does not do its duty to the hon. 
Member for Northampton. If I were 
to deliver a speech in this House I think 
I should have a much better chance 
of finding a good report in one of the 
Liverpool papers than in The Times 
newspaper. //ansard gets the best re- 
port wherever he can find it; if he can 
find a good report of the speech of the 
hon. Member for Northampton in a 
Northampton paper he extracts it. Look 
at the position my hon. Friend would 
put us in. All the London Members, 
all Ministers and ex-Ministers, would 
be sure of good reports, because Zhe 
Times gives them good reports; but the 
unfortunate Gentlemen who represent 
Provincial constituencies, who have some 
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chance now of cutting a very decent 
figure, because Hansard takes the trouble 
of going to Provincial newspapers in 
order to find the best reports, would re- 
ceive very scant fare indeed. I do not 
think Hansard is everything it should 
be; but I think we should be taking a 
step entirely in the wrong direction if we 
deprived him of the sum he now receives. 
I shall, reluctantly, be obliged on this 
occasion to go into the Lobby against 
my hon. Friend (Mr. Labouchere). 

Question put. 

The Committe divided: — Ayes 30; 
Noes 176: Majority 146.—(Div. List, 
No. 21.) 

Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR: I had some 
twinges of conscience on finding myself 
in the Lobby for the purpose of helping 
to keep up here an increase of public 
expenditure, and I wish to say just one 
thing—namely, that if my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Labouchere) had proposed to reduce 
the amount of the Printed Paper Ac- 
count I should have been very glad to 
go into the Lobby with him. f agree 
with the hon. Baronet (Sir Joseph 
Bailey) when he said that the supply of 
Blue Books ought to be largely reduced, 
and I hope that some step will be taken 
in that direction before long. I under- 
stand it is the fact that not onlydo some 
hon. Members never read their Blue 
Books, but that they actually sell them 
for a certain sum per annum to the book- 
sellers. [‘*Oh, oh!”] I understand 
that to be the case; but I do not pro- 
nounce any opinion upon such conduct. 
I may say that I myself have received 
circulars from law stationers, offering 
me as much as £6 if I would sell my 
Blue Books to them. I have not hitherto 
closed with any of these offers; but I 
think it very possible that other hon. 
Members of a more mercantile turn of 
mind may have done so, looking upon it 
as a recognized perquisite of hon. Mem- 
bers to turn these Papers to account. I 

ronounce no opinion upon this proceed- 
ing; but I certainly consider it a mon- 
strous thing that the country should be 
asked to spend £80,000 for stationery, a 
large portion of it being devoted to the 
supply of books which, as I say, may 
subsequently be sold for one-third of 
their value to some enterprizing law 
stationer or bookseller. I would not, at 
this hour of the morning (1 o’clock), put 
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the Committee to the trouble of a divi- 
sion; but I would say that the first op- 
portunity I have, after to-night, of taking 
action in this matter, I shall move to 
have it reduced by one-half, and to have 
some stop put to this enormous and 
terrible burden upon the taxpayer. 

Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.}: I 
also have a proposal to make ; but mine 
would not ead to the imposition of a 
very heavy burden upon the taxpayer, 
unless it were combined with that of my 
hon. Friend the Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool (Mr. T. P. 
O’Connor). I think it a great pity that 
Members should not be supplied with a 
copy of the proceedingsof the House. In 
all other Assemblies, unless I am very 
much mistaken, the Members are sup- 
plied with copies of the report of the 
proceedings of their branch of the Legis- 
lature; and I, therefore, think that we 
should have either copies of Hansard’s 
Debates, or of The Times’ reports, . pur- 
chased and circulated amongst us. That 
could be done without extra expense if 
you suppressed the distribution of a 
certain number of Blue Books. In my 
own case, fully three-fourths of the Blue 
Books which I receive are quite useless 
to me, and I think that many other 
Members of the House will agree with 
me as to the uselessness of some of these 
publications. I think it would bea very 
good Member indeed who read even a 
fourth of the Blue Books sent to him; 
and I am, therefore, not ashamed of 
myself for not wading through all this 
official matter. It seems to me that it is 
essential that Members should be sup- 
ne with the proceedings of the House ; 

do not think they should be expected 
to pay a single shilling out of their own 
— for this purpose ; and therefore 

would urge upon the Government to 
seriously consider whether these reports 
should not besupplied. A copy of Han- 
sard would be £5 5s.; but a copy of Zhe 
Times’ reports would only be £1 5s. ; and 
either of them would be more useful to 
us than the enormous supply of Blue 
Books we receive. I hope the Govern- 
ment will take this matter into their con- 
sideration. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On this 
Vote of £80,000 there is a point to which 
I should like to call the attention of the 
hon. Gentleman who is now in charge of 
the Estimates (Mr. Jackson). Ido not 
wish to discuss the matter to-night ; but 
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I would just draw attention to the fact 
that an enormous sum is set down here, 
and that we are furnished with no details 
with regard to it. Wedonot know how 
much is spent on note paper, how much 
on printing, and soforth. This is a very 
slovenly way of making out the Esti- 
mate. We ought to know the details, 
and we ought to have information as to 
what public officer is responsible for the 
contracts. I have noticed in this House 
of late an immense falling-off in the 
quality of the note paper. I do not 
complain of that quality; but I should 
like to know if a less price is paid for 
the paper than formerly ? Would the 
hon. Member (Mr. Jackson) tell us who 
is responsible for the contract? I wish 
to give Notice to the hon. Gentleman 
than there is a very important question 
under this Vote to which I wish to draw 
especial attention—namely, the Brehon 
Laws Report, and the manner in which 
it is edited. I have not the papers with 
me just now to enable me to go into the 
question ; and I therefore think it would 
be better to reserve my observations on 
the subject until we reach the Report. 
I beg to give Notice that on the Report 
I will call attention to this matter. I 
consider it desirable to raise a question 
as to these Brehon Laws, as I look upon 
the whole thing as a job. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I would point out that a large 
number of Papers are issued only on 
demand. ‘There are many Papers re- 
lating to Ireland which are only to be 
obtained by a Member when he takes 
the trouble to ask for them. No doubt 
an enormous number of volumes of 
Papers are issued without being asked 
for, and Members never take the trouble 
to read them. What I would suggest 
is that all Papers should be made Papers 
only obtainable on demand, so that if 
an hon. Member wanted to read the 
Papers relating to a certain subject he 
would be obliged to take the trouble to 
go to the Vote Office to obtain what he 
required. In this way a great saving 
might be effected. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,043, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 


Mr. Dillon 


{COMMONS} 
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on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty's 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and of 


the Office of Land Revenue Records and [nrol- 
ments.’’ 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I should 
like the hon. Member opposite (Mr. 
Jackson) to make me some reply to the 
observations I have just addressed to 
him. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: There is a new 
Vote before the Committee—namely, 
£10,043, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Her Majesty’s Woods, 
Forests, and Land Revenues, and of the 
Office of Land Revenue Records and In- 
rolments. 

Mr. DILLON: I move to report Pro- 


gress. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.”—(Ir. 
Ditlon.) 


Tue CHANCELLOR or rut EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpx CuxvurcuHi11) 
(Paddington, 8.): If it is the wish of 
the Committee to break off work at this 
hour it will not be the desire of the 
Government to offer opposition; but the 
hour is early. [‘‘Oh, oh!”] I would 
remind hon. Gentlemen that Progress 
to-night has not been very great. We 
have only succeeded in obtaining 12 
Votes, although yesterday, beginning as 
late as 9 o’clock, we got 16. However, 
I merely point out the fact that progress 
to-night has been slow, and that, in my 
opinion, the hour is not sufficiently late 
for us to stop work; but if it is the wish 
of the Committee that we should stop, 
the Government will agree to report 
Progress, only hoping that the Commit- 
tee will be inclined to assist us next week 
by sitting to a later hour and making 
more rapid Proeress. 

Mr. DILLWYN (Swansea, Town): I 
think we ought to correct the impression 
which appears to be gaining ground 
that the hour (1.15 a.m.) is very early 
to be leaving off. Of late years it seems 
to be assumed that we are to go on with 
the Estimates to a much later hour than 
that which we have reached—it is as- 
sumed that there is some unwritten rule 
or law that requires us to doso. But 
I would point out that that is not the 
old practice. It used to be the reverse 
some years ago; we used to think 12 or 
half-past 12 quite late enough for work 
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of this kind, even when the Committee 
was not Committee of Supply. When 
I first came into the House that used to 
be the practice. We used to take Sup- 
ply up to 12 or half-past 12, and then 
adjourn. I have referred to the autho- 
rity we all look to on these matters— 
namely, to Hansard, and I have come 
across some of the old debates which oc- 
curred on Motions for the Adjournment. 
The very first volume I opened was the 
one containing the dobates on July 25, 
1855. I find that on the Civil Service 
Estimates, when Progress was reported, 
Lord Palmerston said he would notask the 
House to take a Vote which would lead to 
discussion at that time of night—namely, 
shortly after midnight. The noble Lord 
opposite (Lord Randolph Churchill), in 
assenting to the adjournment, expresses 
a hope that we may sit later in the 
future. I merely wish to call attention 
to the new practice which seems to be 
coming into vogue, and to point out what 
used to be the old practice. 

Mr. TOMLIN SON (Preston): The 
wish on this side of the House is that 
we should sit later. After to-night we 
have two days’ rest before us. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next. 


Committee also report Progress; to 
sit again upon Monday next. 


SUPPLY.—REPORT. 
Resolutions [9th September } reported. 


Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): 
Perhaps the hon. Member the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) has 
been able to fulfil the undertaking which 
he gave last night with regard to the 
insertion of advertisements in certain 
newspapers. I complained that, although 
Government advertisements in Ireland 
were given to Castle newspapers, they 
were, as a rule, denied to the Nationalist 
newspapers. Ina letter I received from 
Ireland to-day I am informed that The 
Morning News of Belfast, which is one 
of the leading newspapers of the town, 
and which represents not only the Na- 
tionalist Party in Belfast, but in the 
whole of Ulster, is denied any share 
whatever in the Government adver- 
tisements. Other papers, such as The 
Northern Whig, which, as is indicated by 
its name, is an Orange organ, and Zhe 
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Belfast News Letter, receive all the ad- 
vertisements. I believe it is the fact 
that the most widely circulated Nation- 
alist newspapers—weekly newspapers— 
published in Dublin, never get a single 
one of these advertisements. That is an 
unfortunate circumstance, and it is dis- 
advantageous to the Government, who 
desireto have theiradvertisements widely 
circulated, because the Nationalist papers 
circulate amongst the farmers, and are 
read by the vast majority of the people. 
The Daily Express, which is one of the 
papers receiving the Government adver- 
tisements, is a paper which contains all 
information relating to Civil Service 
examinations, Land Oommissions, and 
whatever else the Government have to 
do with; but the farmers never see a 
copy of it. I shall certainly move the 
reduction of this Vote unless I receive 
an assurance that fair play will take 
place in this matter. 

Tue SECRETARY ro tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): In 
accordance with my promise to the hon. 
Member last night, I sent this morning 
for a list of the newspapers in Ireland 
to which these advertisements are given. 
I have here a list which I have received 
from the authorities, who assure me that, 
of course, they never take into account 
the politics of a newspaper in giving out 
their advertisements. owe agate on. 
Gentlemen, I hope, will give me credit 
The Civil 
Service Commissioners assure me that 
they never take into account the 
politics of these newspapers. At the 
same time, I have to say, in answer to 
the hon. Member, that I propose to go 
through a list of newspapers, and that 
if I find there are some which are widely 
circulated, which are read more than 
others, and through the medium of 
which our advertisements would receive 
a wider circulation, I shall endeavour to 
treat them fairly by giving them an 
adequate share of the advertisements. I 
suppose Zhe Freeman’s Journal may be 
taken to represent more or less the Na- 
tionalist side of the question. 

Mr. CLANCY: Is that the only one 
which receives the advertisements ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I am afraid I can- 
not answer that question, as my know- 
ledge of Irish newspapers is not very 
extensive. This is my list :—T7he Belfast 
Northern Whig, The Belfast News Letter, 
The Cork Constitution, The Cork Exa- 
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miner, The Dublin Daily Express, The 
Dublin Morning and Evening Matl, The 
Dublin Freeman’s Journal, The Trish 
Times, The Londonderry Sentinel, The 
Tyrone Constitutional, The Waterford 
News, and The Galway Vindicator. I 
think the hon. Member will see that I 
have endeavoured, in the short space of 
time at my command, to carry out the 
promise I made him. 

Mr. CLANCY : The House will, per- 
haps, allow me to say that I consider 
the assurance of the hon. Gentleman 
satisfactory so far as it goes. I under- 
stand, however, that the list mentioned 
by the hon. Gentleman contains abso- 
lutely only one newspaper representing 
the Nationalist Party in Ireland. [An 
hon. Memser: No; two.| Well, then, 
two. I understand from the hon. Mem- 
ber that the present list, which contains 
only two Nationalist papers, will be re- 
vised, and that a fair proportion of the 
Nationalist newspapers will, in the 
future, get a share of the Government 
advertisements in Ireland. If this be 
the assurance of the hon. Gentleman, I 
will not press a Motion for the rejection 
of the Vote. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): I point 
out that in Dublin, where the population 
is Nationalist, advertisements are given to 
two daily papers which are Conservative, 
and also to Zhe Freeman’s Journal; but 
in regard to Belfast the tendency of the 
Government officials is precisely the re- 
verse ; the advertisements are given to 
two daily papers there because the majo- 
rity of the population is Conservative, 
and the Nationalist morning paper is 
left out. 


First Fifteen Resolutions agreed to. 


Sixteenth Resolution read a second 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” — 
(Mr. Jackson.) 


Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
Perhaps the noble Lord the First Lord 
of the Admiralty will be in a position to 
reply to my Question with reference to 
the widow of a sailor which I put to 
him yesterday ? 

Tae FIRST LORD or rue ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord Gzorcz Hamittoy) (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing): I find that the case the 
hon. Member referred to has been before 


Mr. Jackson 


{COMMONS} 








Report. 156 


the Admiralty on previous occasions, 
and it is quite clear that the rules and 
regulations relating to pensions do not 
apply to it. It is a case in which I 
should have been glad to show con- 
sideration if it had been possible. The 
man in question met with an accident 
whilst he was employed by the Admi- 
ralty. He died some time afterwards 
from typhoid fever; and there is little, 
if any, connection between his death 
and the accident alluded to. Unless death 
can be proved to be directly and imme- 
diately caused by the accident, no pen- 
sion can be given to his wife and family. 
The rule is strict, and the Department 
insists in these cases, which, unfortu- 
nately, are not of unfrequent occurrence, 
that the Regulation should be observed. 
Therefore, I am unable, although I 
should have been glad if it had been 
in my power, to accede to the wish of 
the hon. Member for Mid Tyrone. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): I can assure the noble Lord that I 
should not have troubled him had I not 
convinced myself that the case is one 
that demanded a more favourable reply. 
The noble Lord informed us that in 
some cases the letter of the rule had 
been relaxed when the case demanded 
the concession. But, Sir, I do think 
this is a case in which there has been no 
relaxation of the letter of the rule; in- 
deed, I am certain that it isso. This 
man was an Irishman who spent the 
prime and vigour of life in the service 
of the Queen. During 20 years in that 
service he met with two accidents; the 
second accident, which aggravated the 
effect of the first, occurred six months 
before his death. The man died of 
typhoid fever; but the medical man 
stated that the typhoid process was ma- 
terially assisted by the injury he had 
received ; in short, this gentleman made 
it as plain as it could be made that if 
the injury had not been received the 
result would not have been as stated. I 
say, Sir, it is a miserable quibble to put 
forward that the Act does not entitle 
the widow of this man, who had a long- 
service and a good-conduct medal, to a 
pension. Such, however, is the miserable 
spirit of this system that I protest against 
the Vote being taken, and inform the 
noble Lord that until this matter is re- 
dressed I shall divide against every 
similar Vote as long as Iam a Member 
of this House. 
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Question put. it would be made the subject of criticism 


The House divided :—Ayes 129; Noes| 0D the floor of this House any 

50: Majority 79.—(Div. List, No. 22.) und of partiality or feeling. 

aving made this brief statement, I 

venture to hope that the Bill may com- 

DISTURBANCES AT BELFAST [INQUIRY | mend itself to hon. Members on both 
BILL.—[Bri1 35.) | sides of the House. 


(Sir Michael Hicks- Beach, Mr. Attorney General Moti : 
” otion made, and Question proposed, 
 aaterenger rss = Cana Cuan fer | That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
one. | Chair.” —(Sir Michacl Hicks- Beach.) 


Y Dota he 41 Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
' R. elfast, W., an 
Order for Committee read. | Sligo, 8.): Mr. Speaker, the announce- 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | ment made by the Chief Secretary for 
LAND (Sir Micmazt Hioxs - Beacn) | Ireland as to the proposed alteration of 
(Bristol, W.): Sir, I wish to state to | the Belfast Commission has taken us, of 
the House very shortly what is the re- | course, entirely by surprise. The right 
sult of the consideration given to this hon. Gentleman makes an announcement 
subject bythe Government. The House of a very important character, and wants 
will recollect that before we came into / us to agree to it at once. I submit to 
Office our Predecessors had appointed a| him that we ought to have time to 
Commission of three Gentlemen to in- consider whether the Chairmanship of 
quire into the disturbances at Belfast. | Mr. Justice Day will, in our opinion, 
We had no reason to find fault with the | militate against the object we have in 
composition of that Commission, except view. We shall certainly have to con- 
that it seemed desirable that there | sider the matter, and I ask the right 
should be upon the Commission a Gen- | hon. Gentleman to allow us to give our 
tleman having experience of the manage- | decision on Monday. 
ment of police. That addition was made.| Sir MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: I 
Then we found there was a very general did not say that Mr. Justice Day would 
desire that, in order to make the inquiry _ be appointed to the Commission, but that 
complete, Parliament should be asked | I had reason to believe he would be will- 
to confer certain powers upon the Com- ing to give his services. With regard 
mission which it did not at the time pos- | to the proposal of the hon. Member, I 
sess, and accordingly this Bill was intro- hope he will allow the Speaker to leave 
duced for that purpose. In the course of | the Chair, and then we will at once 
the debate on the second reading of the move to report Progress. I wish it 
Bill, it appeared from statements made | clearly to be understood that we will 
in various quarters of the House that | not proceed with this Bill as a contested 
there was a feeling that the construction measure, and that if hon. Members can- 
of the Commission was not quite what | not bring themselves to accept the pro- 
might be desired, and also that a Com- | posal we make the Bill will not be 
mission vested with the powers proposed | pressed. 
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to be conferred by this Bill should be | 
strengthened in what is called the | 
judicial element. Well, Sir, I promised | 
to consider these points, and I am able 
to state to the House that there is 
reason to suppose that we may be able 
to obtain the services of Mr. Justice 
Day, a man of great judicial experience, 
as Chairman of this Commission. If 
that proposal should commend itself to 
the House, we should be prepared, of 
course, to proceed with the Bill; if, on- 
the other hand, it should not so com- 
mend itself, there is no desire on our 

art to press it upon the House, and 
Teast of all would I put forward the 





name of Mr. Justice Day if I thought 


Mr. SEXTON: Sir, I wish to point 
out that if you leave the Chair now it 
would be impossible for us on Monday 
to state our reasons for objection. On 
the other hand, it would be open to us 
to do so if the debate were adjourned 
till Monday. 

Smr JAMES CORRY (Armagh, Mid) : 
Sir, I heartily approve the announce- 
ment made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, and therefore hope this Bill will 
be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
8.): Sir, I was perfectly satisfied 
with the original announcement of the 
right hon. Gentleman ; but I think that 








159 Seoret Service {COMMONS} 


the Commission should command the 
confidence, not of the le of Great 
Britain alone, but of Catholic ele- 
ment in Belfast. I am not ina position 
to say whether or not the appointment 
of Mr. Justice Day will go in the diree- 
tion I have indicated. am quite un- 
willing to anpanrs that it will not; but 
we cannot shut out the religious ques- 
tion in this matter; and unless the pre- 
sence of Mr. Justice Day will strengthen 
the Commission in the sense of com- 
manding the confidence of the Catholics, 
I think it would be very much better 
that the Commission should stand as it is. 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That 
the Chairman do report Progress, and 
ask leave to sit again,”’—(Ser Michael 
Hicks- Beach,)—put, and agreed to. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


MOTIONS. 


—~o—— 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


On Motion of Sir Herbert Maxwell, Bill to 
continue various Expiring Laws, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Herbert Maxwell and Mr. 


Jackson. 
Bill presented, and read the first time. [ Bill 46.] 


TENANTS’ RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 


On Motion of Mr. Parnell, Bill for the tem- 
pay relief of Agricultural Tenants in Ire- 
nd, for the admission of certain Leaseholders 
to the Land Act of 1881; and for other pur- 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Parnell, 
r. Sexton, Mr. Dillon, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, 
Mr. Pinkerton, and Mr. Mahony. 
Bill presented, and read the first time. [Bill 47.] 


House adjourned at Two o'clock 
till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, 13th September, 1886. 


MINUTES. }]—Pvstic Brirt—Second Reading— 

Secret Service (Repeal) (15). 

SECRET SERVICE (REPEAL) BILL, 

(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 
(No. 15.) SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 

ing read. 
Mr. T. W. Russell 
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Tae FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY (The Marquess of Sauissury), 
in moving that the Bill be read a second 
time, said, that it was one to repeal a 
Statute passed many years ago for the 
regulation of the expenditure of a Secret 
Service Fund, which was fixed by the 
Statute at a sum of £10,000 a-year. 
There was a discussion raised in the 
House of Commons during the last Ses- 
sion, and the distribution of the Fund 
by the Parliamentary Secretary was 
much commented upon. It was sup- 
posed that the money was used for pur- 
poses not suitable to the Secret Service. 
On investigation it was discovered that 
that was not now the case, and that as far 
as it could not be used for the Secret Ser- 
vice it was devoted to the payment of 
messengers, and so on. But, upon the 
whole, it had been thought desirable 
that the Statute, in respect to which 
many very unnecessary suspicions had 
been raised, should be repealed, and 
that a necessary sum should be placed 
under the control of Parliament by an 
Estimate in each year, like the Civil 
Service Estimates. There had been no 
opposition to the Bill in the other 
House, and he trusted that it would 
not meet with any in their Lordships’ 
House. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed tv a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


House adjourned at half past Four 
o'clock, to Thursday next, 
Two o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 13th September, 1886. 


MINUTES. ]—Surrry—considered in Committee 
— Crvm Service Estimates; Crass II, — 
Satarres anp Expenses or Crvit Deparr- 
ments ; Votes 25 to 35, inclusive ; 37, 40, 
and 42; Crass III. — Law anp Justice, 
Vote 21. 

Resolutions [September 10] reported. 

Pustic Birt — Committee — Report — Third 
Reading—Submarine Telegraph Act (1885) 
Amendment [45], and passed. 
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QUESTIONS. 
a os 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)— 
COURT OF BANKRUPTCY—MR. C. H. 
JAMES, LATE OFFICIAL ASSIGNEE. 


Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.) asked 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, Does 
it appear by the books of Mr. O. H. 
James, late Official Assignee of the 
Court of Bankruptcy in Ireland, that he 
received as per centages in the year 1868 
the sum of £3,104, and that he only re- 
turned in the Parliamentary Return of 
that year £2,320; that in the following 
year he received £3,011, and only re- 
turned £2,616, thereby suppressing in 
the two years £1,189; does it further 
appear that these suppressions continued 
undetected down to the date of his dis- 
missal ; does it appear that many of the 
sums and undivided balances of long 
standing found due by him by the Trea- 
sury Remembrancer were suppressed by 
the said late Official Assignee from the 
annual Parliamentary Returns; and, 
were these Returns, as required by the 
statute, certified to Parliament as being 
correct by the Chief Registrar of the 
Court; and, if so, what steps the Go- 
vernment mean to take to render these 
officers amenable for their conduct ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmgs) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): There was no book kept in the 
office of Mr. James containing an ac- 
count of the percentages received by 
him in the years 1868 and 1869. I am, 
however, informed that after Mr. James 
left Ireland his son brought from his 
father’s house, and handed to the prin- 
cipal assistant in the office, a book in 
which such an account was entered. 
This, with all the other books in the 
office, was handed over to the Treasury 
investigators ; but it was not returned 
by them, and cannot now be found. I 
am, therefore, unable to answer the 
first part of the Question. It appears 
that many of the sums and undivided 
balances of long standing found by the 
Treasury Remembrancer to be due by 
Mr. James were suppressed by him 
from his annual Parliamentary Returns. 
These Returns were certified tu Parilia- 
ment by the Chief Registrar; but I am 
informed that this officer did not conceive 
that by such certificate he was vouching 
the accuracy of the Returns, but merely 
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that they were the Returns required to 
be made by the Statute. This was the 
view taken long before the present Chief 
Registrar came into office in 1872, and 
I am of opinion it is in accordance with 
the terms of the Act. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT—SLIGO 
UNION—INQUIRY UNDER 
THE ACT. 


Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.) asked 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether the elected 
Guardians of Cliffony North, Cliffony 
South, Lisadell West, and of other divi- 
sions of the Sligo Union, received notice 
to attend the inquiry held on the 30th 
of August at Sligo Workhouse by the 
Local Government Inspector, Captain 
Sampson, into the necessity of erecting 
labourers’ cottages in certain divisions 
of that union; whether it is mandatory 
on the Inspector to send such notice 14 
days before to all parties interested— 
namely, the occupiers, the labourers who 
have made application, and to the sani- 
tary authorities of the union, as well as 
to the landlords and ez-oficio Guardians ; 
and, whether, if such due notice has not 
been given, the Government will cause 
another inquiry. to be held, so as to give 
the labourers an opportunity of making 
good their case, in order that the 
cottages which may be apepeced of 
shall be erected before the ensuing 
winter ? 
Tut CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuazt Hicxs-Bracu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, he was informed that the 
course of procedure indicated by the 
hon. Member was not that required by 
the Act. It was the practice of the Local 
Government Board to give notice of a 
pending inquiry, and the Board of Guar- 
dians were, at the same time, informed 
by letter that if they were prepared to 
offer any evidence in support of their 
case they might do so. It was not ne- 
cessary for the Inspector conducting the 
inquiry to give any further notice. On 
the occasion referred to the usual notices 
were given; and he understood a small 
number of the Guardians attended, and 
stated that the proposed cottages could 
not be erected. The Local Government 
Board proposed to consult their legal 
adviser as to what should be done in the 
case, and the Guardians will be directed 
in the matter. 


G 
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THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—RE- 
TURNS OF COST AND RECEIPTS 
FOR THE SEVERAL DIVISIONS, 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, Whether 
Her Majesty’s Government would ob- 
ject to make an amended Return, pur- 
suant to s. 38 of ‘‘The Supreme Court 
of Judicature Act, 1875” (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 77), so as to show separately, in 
respect to each Division of the High 
Court of Justice, the actual cost of the 
administration of Justice in such Divi- 
sion and the amount of the stamps and 
fees received from suitors and applicants 
in the same Division ? 

Taz SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Ieeds, N.): I am afraid I cannot adopt 
this suggestion. There would be great 
difficulty in giving separate accounts of 
the receipts and expenditure in the 
several Divisions of the High Court. 
Many of the administrative departments 
of the Court perform services for all the 
Divisions; and it would be almost im- 
possible to accurately separate in each 
ease the receipts and expenditure pro- 
perly applicable to each Division: 

Mr. TOMLINSON asked if any ap- 
proximation could be arrived at ? 

Mr. JACKSON said, he would con- 
sider the matter. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 
1855, SEC. 23—PURCHASERS OF GLEBE 
LANDS. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, If he can state 
how many applications have been made 
by purchasers of glebe lands in Ireland 
pursuant of the 23rd section of the Pur- 
chase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1885, to 
the Irish and Commission, and if he 
can state the principal sum upon which 
the reduced rate of interest therein 
ppeenee is now payable ; if he can state 
the amount of outstanding purchase- 
money and interest now in arrears on 
account of glebe lands; if he is aware 
that sub-section 3 of section 23 of the 
above Act, which necessitates the pay- 
ment in full of all interest on simple 
mortgage debts and all instalments due 
upon debts secured by an “ instalment 
mortgage” before an order for the re- 
auction of the rate of interest on the 
pmount remaining due can be made, 
renders it impossible for the greater 
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ion of glebe purchasersto avail them- 
Caves of the wovautages provided in the 
Act; if the Church surplus money, voted 
by Parliament for the relief of ordinary 
tenants under “‘The Arrears of Rent 
(Ireland) Act, 1882,” was derived in 
part from the payments of glebe pur- 
chasers who have themselves received 
no corresponding relief; and, whether 
Her Majesty’s Government is prepared 
to give effect to the claims of the glebe 
purchasers by cancelling all sums out- 
standing and over six months in arrears, 
and thus allowing them to partake of 
the benefit of reduced annual payments 
provided by Parliament ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
Seven hundred and forty applications 
have been received from instalment 
mortgagors for the advantages provided 
by the 23rd section ; but in 85 of these 
cases the necessary conditions as to pay- 
ment of arrears had not been complied 
with. In 1,132 cases the interest on 
‘simple mortgages” has been reduced 
from 4 to 3} per cent. In 362 cases of 
this kind the reduction has been post- 
poned on account of the non-payment of 
arrears as required by the Act. The 
principal sum on which the reduced rate 
of interest is now payable is £300,213. 
The total arrear on March 31 last was 
£40,963. It is a mistake to suppose 
that, as alleged in the Question, the 
conditions laid down by the Act render 
it impossible for the greater portion of 
glebe purchasers to avail themselves of 
its advantages. The records of the Land 
Commission show that 597 out of 2,834, 
or about one in five of the glebe pur- 
chasers, are so affected. The sum bor- 
rowed under the Arrears Act was secured 
on the Church revenue, which is only to 
a small extent derived from payments 
by purchasers under the Church Act. 
The proposal to cancel arrears due by 
the glebe purchasers would not, I think, 
be fair to those who have paid their in- 
stalments; but I have already promised 
to look into this question after the end 
of the Session, and I will certainly en- 
deavour to do so. 


MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 
(IRELAND)—POOR HARVESTMEN. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Mayo, 8.) 

asked the Secretary to the Board of 

Trade, If he will use whatever influence 

or authority he possesses with the Mid 

















165 Labourers. {Suprempen§, 8886} \(Areland), det. 166 
land Great Western Railway (Ireland) | tested against the severity of his col- 
Company to induce them to make better | leagues in dealing with the cases which 


provision for the poor harvestmen car- 
ried on their line, and for traffic accom- 
modation for fairs, markets, &c.? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
Dez Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The form in which the hon. Member 
has asked his Question seems to show 
that he is aware that the Board of 
Trade have no authority to intervene in 
the conduct and management of the 
traffic, which is a matter for which the 
Railway Company is responsible. I 
have little doubt, however, that a proper 
representation made to the Company 
would meet with due attention. 


WAR OFFICE—THE FIRST ARMY 
CORPS. 


Masor Generar GOLDSWORTHY 
Geay meng asked the Secretary of 

tate for War, Whether the First Army 
Corps is complete in every particular, 
and ready for service; if not, whether 
he will will arrange for its being placed 
on a proper footing? ~ 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Saurrm) (Strand, Westminster) : 
During my short term of Office last year 
I gave my serious attention to the con- 
dition of our two First Army Corps, 
and I have now before me the Reports 
of the Departmental Committees which 
I then appointed to examine into the 
subject. The Intelligence Department 
is now enga in collating ta Re- 
ports, and in pointing out the defi- 
ciencies which exist. I think that with 
my present knowledge it would be in- 
expedient to make any definite state- 
ment in reply to the hon. and gallant 
Member’s Gesihsa. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) — THE MAGISTRATES OF 
DARTFORD—SEVERE SENTENCES. 


Mr. SHIRLEY (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Doncaster) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, Whether his 
attention has been called to another 
severe sentence awarded by the Dart- 
ford magistrates in the case of a cripple 
named Phillips who, on Saturday Sep- 
tember 4th, was awarded a month’s 
hard labour for destroying his clothes ; 
whether he is aware that one of the 
Dartford magistrates, who is of Her 
Majesty’s counsel, has frequently pro- 





come before them; and, whether the 
Government erne to take any steps 
in the matter i al 

Tas. SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martuews) (Birmingham, E.): I have 
obtained a Report from the Dartford 
Justices with regard to this case. Iam 
told that the Justices added ‘hard 
labour” to the sentence with the inten- 
tion and belief that the Prison Authori- 
ties, acting on the advice of the medical 
officer, would put the prisoner to such 
labour only as was compatible with his 
physical state. I think the medical offi- 
cer’s discretion can well be trusted in 
such a matter. I am informed by the 
learned Queen’s Counsel referred to that 
it is not the case that he has frequently 
protested against the severity of his 
colleagues, though he has had occasion 
to differ from them on questions of costs 
and points of law. The question of re- 
constituting the Bench rests with the 
Lord Chancellor; but I am aware of no 
reason for calling his attention to the 
matter. 


EXCISE DEPARTMENT—INLAND RE- 
VENUE OFFICERS. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, Whether 
Her Majesty’s Government are taking, 
or contemplate taking, any steps with a 
view to giving further consideration to 
the grievances of the Inland Revenue 
Officers of the Excise Department ? 

Toe SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): The case of the Excise 
officers has been fully considered by the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and myself. We have personally gone 
into all the questions raised by the offi- 
cers, and have come to the deliberate 
conclusion that the Service has received 
fair and liberal consideration, and that 
no substantial ground for complaint 
exists. 


LABOURERS’ (IRELAND) ACT — THE 
KILMALLOCK GUARDIANS—IN- 
QUIRY UNDER THE ACT. 

Mr. FINUCANE (Limerick, E.)asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether Mr. Posnett, Local 
Government Board Arbitrator under the 
Labourers’ Act, held an inquiry in Kil- 
mallock Union on the 3rd of last August; 
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if so, has he sent his draft award yet to 
the said Union; and, if not, for what 
reason ; and, will he be directed to do 
so immediately, so as to enable the Kil- 
mallock Guardians to proceed at once 
with the erection of the labourers’ cot- 


9 
“tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Mrowaet Hioxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.) 
in reply, said, Mr. Posnett’s Report in 
this case had not yet been received; but 
attention had been called to the matter. 


LUNACY LAWS—LEGISLATION. 


Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, What are the inten- 
tions of Government with reference to 
the amendment of the Lunacy Laws; 
and, whether the Bill of last Session, 
which passed the Lords and was read a 
first time in this House, will be pro- 
ceeded with next year; and, if so, whe- 
ther it will be extended to Ireland ? 

Tse SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): I have 
nothing to add to the statements made 
by the Under Secretary of State for the 
Home Department during the discussion 
onthe Estimates on Friday last —namely, 
that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to proceed with legislation on the 
subject. It will be a matter for con- 
sideration whether this legislation shall 
extend to Ireland and Scotland. 


RAILWAYS (IRELAND) — PARSONS- 
TOWN AND PORTUMNA BRIDGE 
RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.) asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury, Whether the 
Parsonstown and Portumna Bridge Rail- 
way is now derelict; that everything 
removable and of value is being taken 
away, such as timber, cut stone, iron 
rails, &c.; and, whether the Government 
Loan Commissioners had charge of it 
for five years, and at the expiration of 
that time they removed the five care- 
takers engaged in its protection, and 
allowed the station house, sheds, and 
rails to be made objects of plunder; 
and, if so, will the Government do any- 
thing to protect all that remains of the 
property, with a view to its future utili- 
sation ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): The hon. Member’s infor- 
mation as to the present state of this 
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unfortunate line is, no doubt, more 
complete than mine. The Loan Com- 
missioners held it as mo ees in pos- 
session for five years, and during that 
time preserved it from dilapidation in 
the hope of obtaining a purchaser ; but, 
in 1883, failing all their attempts at 
selling it, they withdrew from possession. 
They do not consider themselves justified 
in spending any money upon it unless in 
some reasonable hope of a return. May 
I suggest that the hon. Member should 
help us to some arrangement for taking 
up and working the undertaking. 

_Mr. HARRIS: DoT understand the 
hon. Gentleman to say that the railway 
is to be left there derelict without any- 
body taking care of it ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I am afraid, if we 
can find no purchaser, there is no other 
means of disposing of it. 


INDIA (NORTH-WEST PROVINCES) — 
NAYAT ALI KHAN. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for India, Whether Nayat Ali 
Khan, brother of the Nawab of Maler 
Kotla in the Punjaub, was deprived in 
the year 1872 by the Indian Govern- 
ment of judicial and police powers 
within his own Jaghire ; whether Nayat 
Ali Khan was divested of these powers 
during his minority and without his con- 
sent or knowledge; whether that Jag- 
hirdars do exercise judical and police 
powers within their own Jagbires; and, 
whether Mr. Kavanagh memorialised 
the Indian Government and the Secre- 
tary of State for India on behalf of 
Nayat Ali Khan, and upon what grounds 
were the memorials rejected ? 

Toe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Jonn Gorsr) (Chatham): 
Prior to 1872, by an old barbarous 
usage, each descendant of th« original 
Nawab of Kotla exercised semi-inde- 
pendent powers in the jagirs which fell 
to his lot. The result was, as might be 
por ese perpetual conflict of authority 
and continual disputes and hostility be- 
tween the various members of the family. 
To put on end to this state of things the 
Government of India, in 1872, centred 
all jurisdiction, criminal and civil, in the 
hands of the Head of the State alone. 
Nayat Ali Khan, at that time a boy of 
12, was liberally a for, and it 
was arranged that he should, on comin 
of age, exercise such police and civil 
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elegate to him. In 1882 Mr. Kavanagh 
memorialized the Secretary of State, and 
was advised that his client should 
address himself to the Government of 
India. 
course had been adopted by Nayat Ali 
Khan; but his Memorial had been re- 
jected for the reasons of State above- 
mentioned, which were fully explained 
to him. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE—THE PLAYFAIR 
SCHEME. 


Sm GUYER HUNTER (Hackney, 
Central) (for Mr. Puxesron) (Devon- 
port) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether any conclusion has 
been arrived at with reference to the re- 
consideration of the Playfair Scheme of 
the Civil Service; and, if so, whether it 
can be stated to the House? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrpn CuvurcHi.t) 
(Paddington, 8.) : The operation of the 
Playfair Scheme has long been the sub- 
ject of controversy, and various classes 
of public servants have, from time to 
time, found cause to object to its opera- 
tion, and have enlisted more or less sym- 
pathy in the House of Commons with 
their complaints. The Government are 
of opinion that the time has arrived 
when the operation of this Scheme may 
be usefully and comprehensively in- 
quired into. But they are also of opi- 
nion that it may conveniently form part 
of the general inquiry with reference to 
the whole of the Civil Service Establish- 
ments, which they have decided imme- 
diately to initiate. I may, therefore, be 
permitted to take this opportunity of 
stating to the House that the Govern- 
ment have determined to appoint a 
Royal Commission to investigate the 
Public Departments of the State, more 
particularly with regard to their clerical 
establishments. I will lay on the Table 
of the House this eveniug a Minute of 
the Treasury which sets forth at some 
length the grounds for the initiation of 
this most important inquiry. Perhaps 
the House allow me to quote two 
paragraphs from the Minute, which will 
give the House fully and clearly the Re- 
ference to the Commission— 

“The Commission will inquire into the num- 
ber, salaries, hours of labour, superannuation, 
costs of the staff, and the administration, re- 
gulation, and organization of the said offices. 
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ame at state whether, in their opinion, the 
of the different Offices is efficiently and 
economically performed, whether it can be sim- 
plified, whether the method of procedure can 

improved, and whether Se en of control 
is deficient or unnecessarily elaborate. As 10 
ears have now ela since the adoption of 
the Playfair Commission, the time has come 
when the working of the Scheme may with ad- 
vantage be reviewed. The Commission will, 
therefore, report whether the Scheme has been 
fairly tried, whether its provisions have met 
the requirements of the ice and deserve 
confirmation, and whether any modifications 
are needed to give complete development, 
Lastly, they will examine the non-effective 
charge of the Civil Service, and advise whether 


the present ion scale and regulations are 
equitable e to the State and to its ser- 
vants.”’ 


I am also in a position to state the names 
of the Commissioners. They will be Sir 
Matthew White Ridley (Chairman), Earl 
Brownlow, Lord Lingen, Lord Roths- 
child, the Right Hon. G. Sclater-Booth, 
M.P., the Right Hon. Henry H. Fowler, 
M.P., Mr. Charles Lewis, M.P., Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor, M.P., Mr. Peter 
Rylands, M.P., Sir Edward Guinness, 
Mr. J. Cleghorn (Director of the North- 
Eastern Railway), Mr. A. 8. Harvey 
(Secretary to Messrs. Glyn, Mills, and 
Oo.), Mr. A. B. Mitford, O.B. (late As- 
sistant Commissioner of Public Works), 
and Mr. Walpole (Permanent Assistant 
Under Secretary at the India Office), 
who will be Secretary to the Commis- 
sion. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY — DIS- 
TRICT INSPECTOR TILLY. 


Mr. COX (Clare, E.) asked the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, Whether District Inspector Tilly 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, at pre- 
sent stationed in Cavan, has served for 
25 years in the rank of District Inspec- 
tor; whether he has for three years in 
King’s County, and nearly three years 
in county Cavan, discharged the duties 
of County Inspector in the absence of 
the County Inspectors of those counties ; 
whether, in November last, it havin 
come to Mr. Tilly’s turn to be promo 
to the rank of County Inspector, he re- 
ceived the following certificate, sane 
by the Inspector General of Con- 
stabulary, Deputy Inspector General, 
and the Commandant of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary Depét :—‘‘An officer 
whose character, private and official, is 
above reproach;” whether, instead of 
receiving his promotion, he was in- 
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he was to be over; and, whether 
the Government will allow him the 
motion to which his long and meritorious 
services and high character entitle him ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaxrt Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.), in 
reply, said, District Inspector Tilly was an 
officer of long service and good character, 
and as temporary County Inspector per- 
formed the routine duties of that office. 
But it was found that at the end of last 
year after inquiry he laboured under 
some serious defect of speech which ren- 
dered him unable to discharge the duties 
of a higher and more responsible posi- 
tion. Nothing had been brought to his 
notice which would show that the deci- 
sion that had been arrived at could be 
altered. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT—THE 
LONDON SCHOOL BOARD—SALE OF 
LAND. 

Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) asked the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council, Whether it is true 
that the London School Board are about 
to sell the site in St. George’s Row, 
Pimlico, instead of erecting a school 
thereon ; whether there is within reason- 
able reach any school at which the fees 
(including the cost of books) do not 
exceed two pence per week per child; 
whether, in consequence of the high 
fees in the neighbouring schools, many 
of the children in the district are obliged 
to attend Board Schools in Chelsea ; and, 
whether he will cause the Board to re- 
consider their determination ? 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT (Sir Heyry 
Hoxrianp) (Hampstead): I have made 
inquiry of the London School Board, 
and learn that it is their present inten- 
tion, subject to the sanction of the Edu- 
cation Department, to sell the site re- 
ferred to; but no steps have yet been 
taken. Permission to sell a large part 
of it had been granted by the Depart- 
ment in 1881, when it was understood 
that fees in the neighbouring voluntary 
schools had been reduced. I am not 
aware whether they have since been 
raised, or whether there is a voluntary 
school within reach at which 2d. only is 
charged, including school books; but I 
may inform the hon. Member that reso- 
lutions were lately, passed by the ma- 
nagers of these yoluntary schools as to 
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peared in Zhe School Guardian of last 
week, and which remove any grounds of 
grievance. 


FISHERY PIERS AND HARBOURS (1RE- 
LAND)—GREYSTONES HARBOUR. 
Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.) 

asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
When the Contract for Greystones Har- 
bour was made; what is the amount of 
the Contract ; what is the date by which 
the works are to be completed; and, 
what progress has been made, and is it 
probable they will be finished within 
the time specified in the Contract ? 

THE SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.) said: The contract for 
Greystones Pier was made on July 6, 
1885; its amount is £9,000, and the 
date prescribed in it for completion is 
the Ist of next November. All the con- 
crete blocks required have been made, 
but the work will not be finished within 
the specified time as it has become ne- 
cessary to replace the contractor. We 
are promised completion on the Ist of 
May next. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRELAND)— 
ARKLOW HARBOUR WORKS. 


Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.) 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
What progress is being made with the 
Arklow Harbour works, which were to 
be completed by the Ist June, 1885; 
whether any remonstrance has been re- 
ceived from the Local Committee, com- 
plaining of the almost complete stoppage 
of the works during the Spring and 
Summer of the present year; and, whe- 
ther he can give any indication of when 
they will be finished ? 

Toe SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): It is expected that the 
South Pier at Arklow will be finished 
by November 1. Its completion was 
delayed in consequence of representa- 
tions from a local committee, which 
resulted in the suspension of the works 
pending further inquiry. The works 
were resumed in July, as there seemed 
general agreement that the South Pier 
should be completed at once. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
RIOTS AT RATHFRILAND, CO. DOWN. 
Mr. H. CAMPBELL (Fermanagh, 8.) 
(for, Mr..M‘Cartan) (Down, 8.) asked 
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tenant of Ireland, Whether his attention 
has been directed to the series of out- 
= alleged to have been committed by 
“the Castlewellan Conservative Flute 
Band” on its way from Rathfriland 
to Castlewellan on Saturday the 28th 
August last; whether the members of 
the band remained for some time on 
the public street of Rathfriland, ad- 
jacent tu the police barrack and in the 
presence of the police, cheering for “ the 
Shankhill Lewis’,” ‘“‘the Islandmen,”’ 
‘Harland and Haslett,” and groaning 
for ‘‘ Morley’s Murderers ; ’”’ whether the 
same party indulged in cursing the Pope 
and in firing off revolvers at frequent 
intervals on the public road leading 
from Rathfriland to Castlewellan ; whe- 
ther complaints have been made that 
revolver shots had been fired by members 
of this band at Catholic houses in Le- 
talian and Dromena, and at the Roman 
Catholic Church of Kilcor; and that 
several persons on and near the county 
road had very narrow escapes from the 
bullets so fired; and, what steps have 
been taken by the authorities to bring 
the offenders to justice ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Homes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said: I have 
received Reports in reference to the 
matters referred to in the Question of 
the hon. Member which are not in ac- 
cordance with all the statements con- 
tained therein; but as I will probably 
consider it necessary to direct legal pro- 
ceedings, I do not think it would be 
right to discuss the details. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS ([RE- 
LAND—POLLING PLACES IN THE 
NORTH MONAGHAN DIVISION. 


Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Monaghan, N.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether he is 
aware that the Parliamentary electors, 
numbering over 500, of Tullycorbett 
district, comprising 33 townlands of the 
North MonaghanParliamentaryDivision, 
are obliged to travel to record their votes 
in the town of Monaghan, distances of 
from 8 to 10 miles, without either rail or 
tramway accommodation ; and, whether 
he will take the necessary steps to cause 
an additional polling station to be held 
at Tullycorbett, where there is a com- 
modious National School which would 
serve the purpose, and which would be 
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within five miles of the most remote 
parts of the district ? 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmezs) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said, the facts 
were as stated. to the last portion 
of the Question, the late Law Advisers 
had advised that the Lord Lieutenant 
had no jurisdiction to add a new polling 
station by varying the order. He was 
consulted on the subject, and had con- 
curred in that opinion. 


ARMY (INDIA)—THE TROOPS AT 
QUETTA. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for India, Whether there has been, 
and is, very excessive sickness among the 
Troops at Quetta; whether, before con- 
structing the Railways to the Quetta 
District, Her Majesty’s' Government took 
steps to satisfy themselves that the 
climate of the Country at and about 
Quetta was favourable for the location of 
European and Native Troops, and with 
what result; whether, for barracks and 
offices, large sums have been spent at 
Quetta, which now proves to be un- 
healthy ; whether there is any reason to 
suppose that healthy sites may be found; 
and, what is now proposed to be done ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE (Sir Joun Gorsr) (Chatham) : 
Sir, during the 10 years, 1874 to 1883, 
there was no excessive sickness at 
Quetta; but in 1884, which was a year 
of abnormal sickness throughout India, 
there was. The Returns for 1885 have 
not yet been received. Her Majesty’s 
Government occupied Quetta and made 
the railways on political rather than 
sanitary grounds. Quetta had already 
been occupied in the first Afghan War, 
and no special inquiry into the climate 
was therefore necessary. e sums 
have been spent at Quetta on barracks 
and offices. In consequence of the ab- 
normal sickness of 1884, the Bombay 
Sanitary Commissioner was sent to visit 
Quetta in 1885. This Report is now 
under the consideration of the Govern- 
ment of India, and until it is received 
at the India Office, I am unable: to 
answer the further Questions. 


POST OFFICE—TELEGRAPHIC COM- 
MUNICATION WITH AUSTRALIA. 
Sir SAMUEL WILSON (Portsmouth) 
asked the Secretary of State for the Oolo- 
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nies, Whether, in view of the unsatis- 
factory state of the existing telegraphic 
communication between this Country and 
Australia, the Government will consider 
the question of an alternative route 
through Canada, with a cable from Van- 
couver City, the terminus of the Oana- 
dian Pacific Railway, to Australia ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
E. Stannore) (Lincolnshire, Horncastle): 
The subject of a telegraphic line from 
Vancouver to Australia has been brought 
under our notice by the Government of 
the Dominion, and I have promised to 
give it careful consideration. The ex- 
pense involved appears, however, to be 
very great ; end until the opinion of the 
Australasian Colonies upon it has been 
ascertained Her Majesty’s Government 
will not be in a position to form any 
judgment as to the scheme. 


ARMY—CHARGES AGAINST THE 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.) asked 
Mr. Attorney General, Whether his at- 
tention has been called to a statement 
by Colonel Hope, in a letter published 
in The Times of 9th September— 

“That the Attorney General has been de- 
ceived and misled by some one presumably in 
the incriminated Department ; ” 
and, whether he is able to give any ex- 
planation of the matter ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricnuarp Wexsster) (Isle of Wight): I 
must refer the hon. and gallant Member 
to my letter which appeared in Zhe Times 
of Friday, the 10th, in reply to that of 
Colonel Hope of the 9th instant, and I 
can give no explanation of the matter, ex- 
cept to repeat that there is not the slight- 
est foundation for the statement from 
Colonel Hope’s letter quoted in the Ques- 
tion of the hon. and gallant Member. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee) asked 
the Secretary of State for War the fol- 
lowing Question, which stood on the 
Paper in the name of Captain Selwyn :— 
Whether his attention has been called to 
a letter from Oolonel Hope, V.C., in The 
Times of 9th September; and, whether 
it is a fact, as stated in that letter by 
Colonel Hope— 

** That he made charges in the statement that 
he submitted to the Secretary of State for War, 
and that in some cases he gave names, dates, 
and full details?” 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Sarr) (Strand, Westminster) : 


Sir Samuel Wilson 
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Does the hon. Gentleman ask the Ques- 
tion at the request of the hon. and gallant 
Member? 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON : No, Sir. 

Mr. W. H. SMITH: I do not know 
what the practice of the House is; but 
I am quite in the hands of the House. 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is quite unusual, 
according to the practice of the House, 
in the absence and without the sanction 
of the hon. and gallant Member, to put 
the Question. 


WAR DEPARTMENT—GUNS—THE ORD- 
NANCE SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 

Sm HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, When he will be prepared to state 
on the authority of the Ordnance Special 
Committee with Associated Members, 
the factor of safety as between the cal- 
culated bursting strain on the one hand, 
and the calculated strain with service 
charges on the other hand, of the guns 
that burst on board the three of Her 
Majesty’s Ships Active, Thunderer, and 
Coliingwood ; and, when he expects to be 
able to quote the opinion of the same 
Committee as to whether “ npr. 
of the shot in the increasing twist of the 
rifling would not be sufficient to account 
for each of those failures ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
With reference to the factor of safety in 
the Active’s and the Collingwood’s guns, 
it is stated in the Ordnance Committee’s 
Report of 1883 that the factor of safety 
between the service pressure and the 
bursting pressure should be four—that 
is, that the maximum working pressure 
should be one-fourth of the bursting 
pressure, arrived at by a formula in use 
at that date, and the service charges of 
these two guns were regulated by the 
recommendation of the same Committee 
to give this factor. The factor of safety 
on the Zhunderer’s gun has not been 
gone into by the Ordnance Committee ; 
but, calculated on the same basis as the 
factor just given, is also four. It is to 
be noted that the method of calculation 
referred to by the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber is now obsolete, and that all recent 
calculations of strength bring out the 
relation between the service pressures 
and the pressure which would strain the 
gun beyond its limit of elasticity. With 
reference to the second portion of the 
hon. and gallant Member’s Question, the 
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accident to the Active’s gun was referred 
to a special Committee, who reported 
that they were clear that the burst did | 
not arise from jamming; and the spe- | 
cially-constituted Ordnance Committee | 
subsequently concurred in that view. 
The specially-constituted Ordnance Com- 
mittee have also assigned causes entirely | 
unconnected with jamming for the acci- | 
dent to the Col/ingwood’s gun. The case | 
of the Thunderer’s gun was not laid be- 
fore the specially-constituted Ordnance 
Committee; but it formed the subject of 
an inquiry conducted by two special 
Committees, the Reports of which were 
presented to both Houses of Parliament. 
Both Committees agreed in attributing | 
the accident to a cause quite distinct | 
from jamming. It should be noted that | 
in the Active’s and the Collingwood’s guns | 
the forward portion of the bore where 
the burst occurred was rifled with the 
uniform twist, and, therefore, the acci- 
dents could not be attributable to the 
jamming of the shots in the increasing 
twist. 





LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—THE | P 


BARBAVILLA PRISONERS. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether, during the 
trials of the prisoners charged with con- 
spiracy to murder at Barbavilla, in the 
county of Westmeath, on the police being 
cross-examined as to the facilities af- 
forded the M‘Keons, the chief Crown 
witnesses, to meet and confer, privately 
or otherwise, before the second informa- 
tion was made by the younger M‘Keon, 
Judge Lawson made use of the following 
observation :— 

‘To insinuate,’ said he, ‘ that the M‘Keons 
had interviews while in the hands of the police, 
is to insinuate that the very sources of justice 
are polluted, and he scouted the insinuation as 
an impossibility ;’”’ 
whether, since the trials, Constable Fitz- 
gerald, a man of exemplary character in 
the Constabulary force, has made the 
following statement, which he offers to 
affirm upon oath :— 

“Qn a morning immediately after young 
M‘Keon was brought from Clonmel to witnesses 
dep6t, business brought me at an early hour 
from another part of the city towards the depdt. 
I came up to old M‘Keon and Head Constable 
Lynch, who were standing about ten or fifteen 
yards from the depét. e spoke to each other, 
and the conv on turned on the Barbavilla 


case. Lynch said Pat (meaning M‘Keon, then 
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then said he had M‘Keon’s son there, but could 
get nothing out of him. Old M‘Keon then said 
‘When I have a talk with him it will be all 
right,’ or, ‘ Let me have a talk with him and it 
will be all right.’ I asked Lynch if he meant 
to do so, when he clearly gave me to understand 
that he did. In fact, old M‘Keon said he had 
come up from Castlepollard expressly for the 
purpose with him (Lynch). In a very few 
minutes is I saw both father and son 
 ungeetmmaeding the upper part of the 


“ Mavrice Firzceraup, Sergeant ;” 


whether it was subsequent to the above 
interview that the younger M‘Keon 
made his third deposition of the 17th of 
July, in which he swore to the forma- 
tion of the conspiracy at the house of 
the widow Fagan; whether in the depo- 
sition of the 17th May he made no allu- 
sion to it, and on the 27th June he 
merely said— 

“*T was at the house of the widow Fagan the 
Friday week before the murder ; ” 
whether it was upon the holding of this 
meeting the whole case against the 
prisoners hinged ; whether he is aware 
that one of the jurors who convicted the 
risoners made the following statement, 
in a@ letter addressed to the Rev. John 
Ourry, of OCollinstown, in the county of 
Westmeath, which letter has been pub- 
lished in Zhe Freeman’s Journal :— 

“T have no hesitation in stating that I would 
have acquitted the prisoners if it had been 
proved on their behalf that the M‘Keons had 
an opportunity of communicating with one an- 
other while in the hands of the police ; ” 
whether it was proved at the trials that 
the M’Keons were men of disreputable 
character ; and, whether, having regard 
to the above facts, and to the evidence 
offered by the Rev. John Curry, estab- 
lishing the innocence of the prisoners, 
he will cause a sworn inquiry into the 
means by which the convictions were 
obtained ? 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 
8.): Arising, Sir, out of that Question, 
I beg to ask the right hon. Baronet the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, If he is 
aware that after the trials and sentences 
on the prisoners were carried out, Patrick 
Cole, one of the principal witnesses for 
the Crown, made a declaration in the 
presence of a number of witnesses, stating 
that the evidence given by him on the 
trials was false ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said: I have no 
report of what Mr. Justice Lawson said 
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during the trial; but I am informed that 
he made some such observation as that 
quoted when, in reply to a question put 
by him, Head Constable Lynch stated 
that the M‘Keons had no opportunity of 
meeting before young M‘Keon made a 
certain statement to the constable in 
Clonmel. He could hardly, however, 
have conveyed that they had not at any 
time had opportunities of communicating, 
as it was shown that such opportunities 
existed after a certain period. I have 
read in a letter of the Rev. John Ourry 
that Sergeant Fitzgerald made the state- 
ment referred to; but I have not been 
able to learn anything more about it, 
beyond that it is not consistent with 
other matters reported to me. It was 
proved at the trial that young M‘Keon’s 
character was bad; but nothing disrepu- 
table was alleged, as far as I am aware, 
against the old man. It is the duty of 
the Lord Lieutenant to consider any ap- 
plication made to him for the remission 
of punishment, and to inquire into the 
circumstances on which it is based. This 
duty he will always be ready to perform; 
but he has no power to direct any kind 
of sworn inquiry. In answer to the fur- 
ther Question oa by the hon. Member 
opposite (Mr. T. D. Sullivan), I have 
only to say that on the first trial the man 
Cole was not examined at all. He was 
examined on the second trial, and I be- 
lieve it is a fact that he subsequently 
made a statement that there was no truth 
in his evidence. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, S.) asked if the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman was aware that Ser- 
geant Fitzgerald was in the police 
force ? 

Mr. HOLMES replied, that Sergeant 
Fitzgerald was in the police force. 

Mr. SEXTON: Has Sergeant Fitz- 
gerald himself been asked ? 

Mr. HOLMES: My recollection is 
that he was asked; but, although I have 
communicated with the Constabulary by 
wire, I have not been able to ascertain 
whether he has been recently asked or 
not. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—THE 
MEDICAL ADVISER AT CASTLEBAR. 
Mr. COX (Clare, E.) (for Mr. Dzasy) 
(Mayo, W.) asked the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whe- 
ther the position of Medical Adviser to 


the Constabulary at Castlebar has been 
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refused to the Dis apr Medical Offi- 
cer; and, whether Ire will state the rea- 
sons for this departure from custom by 
the police authorities ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaet Hicxs-Beacu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, he had already answered 
the Question. He had aiready explained 
that the Inspector General sought the 
most eligible professional man who was 
capable of performing the duties. In 
this case it was found fesirable to secure 
the services of someone of more expe- 
rience than the Dispensary Medical Offi- 
cer, who had only a few weeks before 
obtained his diploma. 


PRISONS (IRELAND) ACT, 1877— RE- 
FUNDING CERTAIN LEVIES. 


Mr. COX (Clare, E.) (for Mr. Deasy) 
(Mayo, W.) asked Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland, Whether the sums declared 
by the Court of Queen’s Bench in 1882 
to have been illegally levied on counties 
in Ireland under ‘The Prisons (Ire- 
land) Act, 1877,” have yet been re- 
funded ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity), in reply, said, he was not aware 
of any proceedings in which the Court of 
Queen’s Bench declared that any sums 
were illegally levied in counties in Ire- 
land under the Prisons (Ireland) Act, 
1877. 


IRISH RIFLE CLUBS (BELFAST, &c.) 
—FIRING PRACTICE. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.) asked the Secretary of State for War, 
What is the result of his inquiry into 
the questions raised in the House con- 
cerning rifle clubs in Belfast and other 
places in Ireland, especially as to the 
supply of ammunition from such clubs 
to Her Majesty’s Stores, and the permis- 
sion given to members of such clubs to 
practice firing at ranges in Military Bar- 
racks, under the supervision of Military 
Sergeants ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smirx) (Strand, Westminster) : 
In answer to the hon. Member, I have 
to say that recommendations from the 
Lord Lieutenant and from the War 
Office are necessary in each case before 
the requisitions are complied with. I 
have ascertained that in some instances 
Government ranges have been used, and 
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that non-commissioned officers have as- 
sisted in the matches. 

Mr. SEXTON: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has not answered my Question. 
What I wished to elicit was, what deter- 
mination have the Government come to 
with regard to the continuance of the 
system ? 

Mr. W. H. SMITH: The hon. Mem- 
ber will see that he did not ask that 
Question; but I will look into the 
subject. 

rn. SEXTON said, he would raise 
the question on the Vote for the Lord 
Lieutenant’s Household. 


FACTURY ACTS—INSPECTORSHIPS. 


Mr. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whetherthe number 
of Her Majesty’s Inspectors of Factories 
is adequate to the duties which these 
officers are called upon to perform ; and, 
if not, whether the Government will 
take the necessary steps to provide a 
sufficient increase in the staff; and, in 
the event of such increase being found 
necessary, will the Government appoint, 
as far as may be possible, working men 
to the Inspectorships ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): No offi- 
cial representation has been made by 
the Factory Department at the Home 
Office that the number of Factory In- 
spectors is inadequate to the perform- 
ance of their duties; and although 
various Trade Councils have requested 
that the number should be increased, I 
do not think the Treasury can be asked 
to charge the public funds with an in- 
creased expenditure in this Department 
until it is clearly shown by experience 
that the present staff, if properly dis- 
tributed, is unable to satisfy the require- 
ments of the Factory Acts in a manner 
practically sufficient. If an increase is 
found necessary the Government wiil 
fully consider the claims of working men 
to be appointed Inspectors. 


REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS (IRE- 
LAND) —SOUTH TYRONE REVI- 
SION COURT. 

Mr. P. O'BRIEN (Monaghan, N.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether he is 
aware, in South Tyrone Revision Court, 
during its sitting’ on Thursday last, 
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claims were lodged for a large number 
of persons whose names were already 
on the voters’ lists ; whether it is alleged 
the said claims were lodged by the repre- 
sentatives of the Orange Unionist party, 
who admitted, through their solicitor in 
court, that they claimed for these people 
because they were Protestants, and 
therefore assumed that they were poli- 
tical supporters of theirs; whether, on 
learning that the persons so claimed for 
were supporters of Mr. William O’Brien 
at the last and preceding General Elec- 
tions, the agents above referred to lod 
objections to these same people ; whether 
the Revising Barrister condemned the 
practice when brought under his notice ; 
and, whether the Government will so 
amend the Registration Act as to pre- 
vent such vexatious interference with 
the rights of the people in future? The 
hon. Gentleman also asked the right hon. 
Gentleman the following Question, of 
which he had given him private Notice :— 
Whether it is true, as alleged, that dur- 
ing the sitting of the East Tyrone Revi- 
sion Court, on Thursday last, Dr. Magill, 
J.P., Mr. Robert King, J.P., and other 
gentlemen, who might be described as 
belonging to the landlord class, occupied 
seats on the Bench; whether, while two 
bailiffs named Aberneathy and Devlin, 
were being examined in support of ob- 
jections lodged by the Orange landlord 
and Unionist party against a number of 
farmers and labourers, claimants for the 
franchise, the Revising Barrister ob- 
served that the above-named occupants 
of the Bench were prompting the wit- 
nesses, and forthwith ordered them to 
leave the Bench; whether he does not 
consider the presence of landlords or 
their satellites on the Bench in Revision 
Courts calculated to intimidate and pre- 
vent farmers and labourers from secur- 
ing the franchise ; and will he take care 
that such people are not allowed to oc- 
cupy the Bench under such circumstances 
in future; whether he will consider it 
his duty to bring the conduct of Mr. 
Magill and Mr. King in this matter 
under the notice of the Lord Chancellor, 
with a view to their removal from the 
Commission of the Peace ? 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Homes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said: The Go- 
vernment has no means of learning what 
occurs in a Revision Court beyond what 
appears in the newspapers. The only 
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thing that I know of the matter is what 
I read in Zhe Freeman's Journal of Friday 
last. The only practice which, according 
to that report, was condemned by the 
Revising Barrister was the practice of 
using names without authority. The 
Question cannot be accurate in suggest- 
ing that objections were lodged during 
the revision, as this would be contrary 
to law. In answer to the Question of 
which the hon. Member has given private 
Notice, I have to say that I am informed 
that no magistrate sat on the Bench at 
the Revision Sessions; but that a magis- 
trate called Robert King sat for a time 
in the Registrar’s seat, and on his 
speaking to a witness the Revising Bar- 
rister directed him to leave the Gourt. 
Magistrates and landlords have the same 
rights, neither more nor less, than other 
persons in Revision Courts. 


LIGHTHOUSE ILLUMINANTS—EXPERI- 
MENTS AT THE SOUTH FORELAND. 
Mz. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Donegal, 

E.) asked the Parliamentary Secretary 

to the Board of Trade, Whether the 


object of the experiments conducted by ARMS IRELAND) AOT—-HOUSE GRAROH 


the Trinity House at the South Foreland 
was to ascertain whether oil, gas, or 
electricity is the best illuminant for 
lighthouses; whether, in these trials, 
the best form of oil light and the best 
form of electric light were tried, and 
whether a trial was refused to the double 
quadriform, the best form of gas light; 
whether the reasons given for refusing 
a trial to the double quadriform gas light 
are not completely set aside by Professor 
Barrett’s description to the Royal Dublin 
Society of the light and its performance ; 
whether that description plainly indi- 
cates that the advantage of increasing 
the light to double its power, claimed 
for the gas system, cannot be obtained 
by the oil system; and, whether it is 
expedient that this question should be 
tested by practical trial ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
Dz Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth): 
The object of the recent experiments by 
the Trinity House at the South Foreland 
was to ascertain the relative value of 
the three lighthouse illuminants named. 
The best adopted forms of lighthouse 
electric and oil lights were tried; also 
the best form of gaslight yet adopted as 
an illuminant by any general lighthouse 
authority. The Board of Trade are 
not aware that the double quadriform 
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is the best form of gaslight, and no 


‘lighting authority has yet applied to 


them for sanction to its adoption. The 
reason for not trying other lights than 
those experimented with was, as stated 
in an answer given to the hon. Member 
by my Predecessor on the 17th of June 
last, and I am still advised, that the 
value of the double quadriform gaslight 
can be calculated from the results 
already obtained. Professor Barrett 
stated his opinion that the high tem- 
perature within the lantern when double 
quadriform lights were burning would 
be fatal to the employment of mineral 
oil. The Board of Trade are of opinion 
that no further trials are necessary to 
demonstrate the possibility of increasing 
the intensity of the various illuminants 
to the highest power required by the 
mariner. Since the experiments were 
completed, the lighthouse authorities 
have devised, and the Board of Trade 
have sanctioned, both gas and oil lights 
of about equal intensity to the double 
quadriform gaslight referred to, with a 
lower temperature inside the lantern. 


AT BALLYRUSH, CO. SLIGO. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.) asked the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whe- 
ther, at 12 o’clock on the night of the 
29th of June last, District Inspectcr 
Smith, of Riverstown, county Sligo, 
accompanied by Acting Sergeant Glen- 
non and a constable, demanded admis- 
sion to the house of Mr. Willis, Bally- 
rush, and, having entered the house, 
proceeded to search it; whether District 
Inspector Smith unlocked, by means of 
a key which he had brought with him, 
a box, the property of the Ballyrush 
Branch of the Irish National League, 
and examined the papers cuntained in 
it; and, what were the reasons and 
authority for this proceeding ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said: I am in- 
formed that the statements in the Ques- 
tion are substantially correct. The Sub- 
Inspector reports that he acted under 
the authority of a warrant to search for 
ree of handwriting given by 

lonel Ffolliott, a magistrate. I may 
add that I do not understand, and am 
not satisfied with, this explanation, and 
I have asked for a copy of the warrant 
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and the information, if any, on which 
it was based. I intend to investigate 
the matter aoe 

Mr. SEXTON: Will the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman lay a copy of 
the warrant on the Table of the House? 

Mr. HOLMES: As I have not seen 
the document I am not prepared to 
answer that Question. 


INDIA—THE CIVIL SERVICE—THE 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 


Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.) asked the Under Secretary 
of State for India, Whether the inquiry 
into the Civil Services, stated now to be 
taking place in India, is conducted by a 
Committee composed almost exclusively 
of covenanted officials; whether any 
and what facilities are offered by this 
Committee for the public expression and 
examination of the opinions of members 
of the uncovenanted Civil Services, and 
of the Natives of India generally; and, 
whether any intimation has been re- 
ceived by Her Majesty’s Government, 
either officially or through the Indian 
Press, that this Committee does not 
command the confidence either of un- 
covenanted civil officers or of the Native 
public ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Joun Gorsr) (Chatham): 
Sir, the inquiry in India into the 
Civil Services will be conducted by a 
Commission; but no intimation as to 
its actual composition has been yet re- 
ceived by the Secretary of State. It is 
intended that some of its members shall 
be Natives, and that it shall extend its 
inquiries over various parts of India, 
and among all classes of the people. No 
intimation has been received by Her 
Majesty’s Government of any want of 
confidence in the proposed Commission. 
The Secretary of State has received no 
information as to the proceedings of 
the Finance Committee at Bombay last 
week; but this Finance Committee is 
not identical with the Commission for 
inquiry into the Civil Service. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRELAND) — 
CAPPAGH PIER, KILRUSH. 


Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, If the Kilrush Town Com- 
missioners are now an urban sanitary 
authority ; if, as such, they should have 
charge of the Cappagh Pier, Kilrush ; 
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if the Board of Trade has been com- 
municated with y on the 
matter; if, up to the present, no satis- 
factory reply or information has been 
received ; and, if the Department will 
be instructed at once to perfect the 
arrangements by which the pier will be 
handed over to the Kilrush Commis- 
sioners ? 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said, that a draft 
order framed by counsel for transferring 
power to the Kilrush Town Oommis- 
ae could be completed in a few 

ays. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)—THE 
RIOTS AT BELFAST — COMPENSA- 
TION FOR DAMAGE TO THE ROYAL 
HOSPITAL. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.) asked the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer If it was 
the intention of the Government to sub- 
mit a Supplementary Estimate for a 
—_ in aid of the Royal Hospital at 

lfast ; and, if so, whether the amount 
of the Vote would be the amount in- 
curred by the treatment of persons in- 
jured during the riots ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or truz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypotrx CxnurcHitr) 
(Paddington, 8.): The hon. Member 
willrecollect that what I stated was this— 
that if the Irish Authorities should be 
of opinion that the grant should be 
allowed, I would bring the matter be- 
fore the Treasury. The Treasury would 
be -——— to give it every considera- 
tion. But, so far, the Irish Office has 
made no communication on the subject. 

Mr. SEXTON: Will the noble Lord 
have any objection to communicate with 
the Irish Office ? 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHUROHILL: 
I think the hon. Member is a far greater 
adept in the art of setting the Irish 
Office in motion than I am. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Bzacn) 
(Bristol, W.) confessed he had heard the 
statement of his noble Friend with con- 
siderable satisfaction, because it held 
out some hope of liberal treatment on 
the part of the Treasury, which would 
be very agreeable to him in the future. 
He would look into the matter again, 
in order to see what course he could re- 
commend to the Treasury. But he 
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should like to say that, as at present ad- 
vised, it seemed to him not right to re- 
commend the Treasury to submit a Vote 
to the House to make a grant in aid of 
the Royal Hospital in Belfast for treat- 
ing the inhabitants of Belfast, who had 
themselves been presumably concerned 
in the riots, and had been admitted into 
the hospital inconsequence. There might 
be cases in which some grant might be 
made to the Royal Hospital in Belfast 
if the constabulary and military had 
been treated in that hospital. He 
would endeavour to make himself ac- 
quainted with the facts, and if he could 
see his way to do so, he would make a 
recommendation to that effect. 


CHANNEL FISHERIES—FISHERIES 
REGULATION, 1843—DETENTION OF 
ENGLISH FISHING SMACKS AT HAVRE. 


Mr. ROUND (Essex, N.E., Harwich) 
asked the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, Whether he could give 
the House any information respecting 
the case of the 11 fishing smacks, chiefly 
belonging to the River Colne, detained 
at Havre for nearly a week; what 
charge was brought against them ; and, 
what steps Her Majesty’s Government 
- were taking in the matter ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir James Ferevsson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): Certain English fishing 
smacks entered the port of Havre to 
pass there Sunday, the 5th instant. By 
the Convention of 1843, regulating fish- 
ing in the British Channel, British fish- 
ing boats are only allowed to enter 
French ports in bad weather. The 
weather was fine on the 5th instant, and 
therefore these fishermen acted against 
this regulation. We are also informed 
that these boats are accused of having 
gathered oysters in French waters, and 
transferred them to other vessels at sea. 
It appears that the observance of the rule 
against entering French ports has not 
been enforced for several years, and 
that this presumably has been to the 
benefit of the provision trade at French 
ports. The Board of Trade, however, 
in consequence of this action of the 
authorities at Havre, will issue a notice 
to British fishermen not to enter French 

orts except in stress of weather; and 

er Majesty’s Minister at Paris has 
been instructed to take such action as he 
properly can on behalf of the fisher- 
men in question. 


Sir Michael Hicks-Beach 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


<atnigiaiees 
SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
Suprpty—considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Crass I1.—Satartes AND EXpEnsEs oF 
Cryit DEPARTMENTS. 


(1.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum,not page en £10,043,be granted 
to Her Majesty, to complete the sum neces- 
sary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
andj, Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and of 
the Office of Land Revenue Records and In- 
rolments.”’ 


Mr. OLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
wish to draw attention to the figures 
given by the Oommissioners of Woods 
and Forests with regard to the income 
derived from the woods and forests, 
and the expenditure incurred upon them. 
I think the figures are somewhat extra- 
ordinary, and deserve the closest atten- 
tion of those who desire to see the public 
money + on to some useful purpose 
and not absolutely wasted. I find that 
the total receipts for Windsor Parks and 
Woods was £4,335 17s. 8d., and the total 
expenditure £23,681 18s. 2d., showing 
an excess of expenditure over income of 
£19,346 0s. 6d. For the New Forest, 
the total receipts were £12,215 9s, 10d., 
and the expenditure £11,401 10s. 11d. 
For Dean Forest, the total receipts were 
£7,677 7s. 7d., and the expenditure 
£6,503 17s. 6d. For the High- 
meadow Woods, the total receipts were 
£1,869 4s. 1ld, and the expenditure 
£1,608 11s.1d. Forthe Alice Holt Woods, 
the total receipts were £1,468 12s. 3d., 
and the expenditure £836 17s, 4d. For 
the Woolmer Estate, the total receipts 
were £1,081 12s. 6d., and the expendi- 
ture £166 1s. And for the Bere Woods, 
the total receipts were £1,315 7s. 5d. and 
the expenditure £922 4s. 2d. The total 
receipts for all these parks and forests 
amounted to £26,251 19s. 1d., and the 
expenditure to £22,007 0s. 5d., leaving 
an excess of receipts of £4,244 18s. 84d., 
which is carried to the credit of the 
country. That seems to me to bea most 
extraordinary result, and one that re- 
quires some explanation in defence of 


the Vote on behalf of the Commissioners 
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of Woods and Forests, and unless there 
is a satisfactory explanation, I shall feel 
disposed to move the reduction of the 
Vote by the amount of the salary of the 
Commissioners. Allow me also to draw 
the attention of the Committee to the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General in reference to the accounts of 
the Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
of last year. In the first place, I must 
say that the way in which these Reports 
are laid before the House is most incon- 
venient. They may be produced at any 
time within three months of the 31st 
of March—that is to say, the autumn 
may have been reached before they are 
presented ; they then take some time to 
print, and by the time they are submitted 
to Parliament the Estimates have been 
passed and there is no possibility of 
checking the accounts for that year. Ac- 
cording to the Report last published there 
are several things in regard to this Vote 
which require explanation, and I trust 
that the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury, being the official who is 
responsible, will endeavour to explain 
them. They include a receipt for 
£20,000 from the Ssuth-Eastern Rail- 
way Company for the purchase money 
of Sandgate Castle, a upon that item 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
remarks, in reply to an inquiry whether 
interest is not payable on the purchase 
money between the dates of the sale and 
the completion of the purchase— 

“T am informed that it could not be ascer- 


tained that there was a binding contract for the 
sale until the purchase was completed.” 


There is no charge for the demolition of | P® 


Sandgate Castle, or for the ereetion of 
new works; but there are some items 
in reference to the expenditure on Sand- 
ate Castle in the earlier Votes. The 
omptroller and Auditor General says— 
“T am of opinion, in the absence of any ex- 


lanation to the contrary, that the surplus should 
be paid over to the Exchequer.” 


He goes on to say— 

“In my Report on the accounts last year, I 
called attention to the practice adopted by the 
Crown Receivers, of applying rent received 
from ordinary tenants towards the expenses of 
carrying on farms in hand, and I expressed a 
hope that this objectionable practice would be 
abandoned, but it has not been abandoned.” 


The Comptroller and Auditor General 
adds— 

“ Although it is only a small amount, this 
practice can only result in casting a doubt upon 
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fe speaneey balance in the hands of the 
Now, these balance-sheets are pre- 
— to the + rere and we are 
asked to accept them as containing a 
per account of the income hanetl 
ture of this Department; whereas it turns 
out from the remarks of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General that they are no- 
thing of the kind, and the objectionable 
practice which he has pointed out, instead 
of having been abandoned after atten- 
tion was called to it, has gone on now for 
two years in succession. I think it is 
high time that some attempt should be 
made to deal with the matter and put a 
stop to a practice which misleads Par- 
liament, and may lead to the misappro- 
priation of the public money. It ap- 
pears to me that all this arises from the 
fact that Members of the Government 
perform their duties in this and many 
other matters in a very perfunctory 
manner. These Reports are presented to 
Parliament year after year; they cost a 
great deal of money to prepare, present, 
and circulate, and the net result seems to 
be nothing at all, as the Members of the 
Government do not seem to pay the least 
attention to them, and wink at the mal- 
practices of gentlemen who have failed 
to do theirduty. I should like to know 
from the Secretary to the Treasury, 
whether the Report made by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General last year 
was brought under his notice or the 
notice of his Predecessor, and, if so, 
whether any action was taken upon it? 
There is another paragraph in this Re- 
rt which refers to another matter, but 
which I think deserves the careful con- 
sideration of the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury. In the early part of last year 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
says— 

‘¢ Cases occurred in which an account of cer- 
tain public monies was not returned to me,”’ 


They had relation to the Crown rents, 
and on writing to the Receiver, Mr. 
Clutton, on the 6th March, 1885, the 
Comptroller and Auditor General ob- 
tained not only a refusal to hand over 
his bank pass-books in reference to the 
appropriation of this money, but a 
statement that the money itself had been 
incorporated by the Receiver of Crown 
rents in the banking account of his 
firm—namely, that of Messrs. Clutton. 
Mr. Clutton says— 
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“T have not, and never have an. - 

rate account, phe T cannot vine he wobube 
the pass-book as requested.” 
This gentleman is so high and mighty 
in himself, and so thoroughly indepen- 
dent of the Government, that when 
called upon for an explanation of these 
accounts, he returns a most jaunty reply, 
which amounts in fact, to a virtual nega- 
tive. I commend this reply to the Trea- 
sury, and the part which concerns the 
Treasury is the intimation from the 
Comptroller and Auditor General that 
he at once communicated the reply of 
Mr. Clutton to the Treasury—a reply 
which I cannot help looking upon as 
not only unsatisfactory but even im- 
pudent. In December last, the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General refers to 
the same matter again, and he states 
that he had not yet received any inti- 
mation that Mr. Clutton had accepted 
the invitation addressed to him, and he 
adds— 

“T am still without the evidence which would 
be afforded by the bank pass-book to show 
whether the amount in the hands of the Re- 
ceivers is correct.” 

There can be very little doubt now as 
to who is the real master of the Trea- 
sury. It appears to be Mr. Clutton, 
the Receiver of the Crown Rents. All 
the officials bow their heads before the 
great Mr. Clutton, and when he is asked 
to give an account of the public money 
received by him, and to show his pass- 
book to satisfy the Comptroller and 
Auditor General of the correctness of 
his statements, he simply declines to 
do anything of the kind, and tells the 
Comptroller and Auditor General that 
he keeps the account mixed up with the 
rivate money of his own firm. He 
urther implies that if the authorities do 
not like that arrangement, they may do 
what they like in the matter. When 
I find that conduct of this character is 
tolerated by the Treasury, I can only 
come to the conclusion that the respon- 
sible Ministers of the Crown, to whom 
the Irish people will have to pay atten- 
tion in future, are the firm of Messrs. 
Clutton, and hereafter I presume it will 
become our duty to study the best means 
of conciliating those gentlemen. The 
licy of this House may be good or 
bad; but if Messrs. Clutton do not ap- 
prove of it, it will make a very consider- 
able difference. I want to know how it 
is that Messrs. Clutton exercise this ex- 
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traordinary power over the Government, 
and why they are allowed to be so inde- 
pendent of the control and authority of 
the Treasury ? If an explanation on 
this head is not forthcoming, and is not 
satisfactory, I shall certainly move to 
reduce the Vote by the amount of the 
salary of Mr. Clutton. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Oo., Birr) : 
Before the hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Treasury answers the Question, I 
wish to ask him to give some informa- 
tion to the Committee as to how much 
Mr. Clutton receives in the course of the 
year. Does the money, which I believe 
to be a very large sum, remain for any 
length of time in the bank to the private 
account of his firm? I want to know 
what amount has been received upon 
this account during the year, and how 
much, if any, has , bo paid in to the 
Treasury? I must also draw the atten- 
tion of the hon. Gentleman te the fact 
that anything more unbusinesslike—I 
do not want to use harsher words—but 
anything more unbusinesslike it is im- 
possible to conceive than forthe Receiver 
of Crown Rents, or, in other words, the 
Receiver of trust money, to mix up that 
money with his own banking account. 
What makes it worse in the case of Mr. 
Clutton is, that when he is called upon 
for an account by the Government 
authority, he declines to give any, on the 
plea that he has been guilty of what I 
merely characterize as a most unbusi- 
nesslike act. What I want to know is 
whether the authorities are content to 
be held at arms-length by Mr. Clutton ? 
Mr. Clutton has been called upon for 
such an account as will enable the 
Comptroller and Auditor General to 
state to the Department whether the 
Returns sent inare correct. Mr. Clutton 
declines to give that information ; where- 
upon the Comptroller and Auditor Gene- 
ral sits down and writes a letter, but 
does nothing more; and I want to know 
what the Government are going to do? 
Are they going to follow the example of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General ; or 
are they disposed to exercise their autho- 
rity and compel Mr. Clutton to keep their 
accounts in such a way as will enable 
the authorities to see whether they are 
correct or not ? 

Tue SECRETARY to rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): In 
answer to the hon. Member for North 
Dublin (Mr. Clancy), I have to say that 
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I regret equally with him that the 
income from the Woods and Forests to 
which he has referred is not larger ; but 
I am informed that these woods are in 
what may be called a growing condition ; 
but, at present, it is impossible for them 
to bring inalargerincome. The hon. 
Member seems to think that the ex- 
penditure upon them is too large, and I 
am disposed to agree with him in that 
opinion. But after the preliminary dis- 
cussion of the Motion of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Northampton (Mr. Labouchere) 
which took place the other day, the 
Committee will be aware that I promised 
to pay attention to the question, and I 
hope that before this time next year 
the points which have been referred to 
will be cleared up. With regard to the 
remarks which have been made by the 
hon. Member on other points, I may say 
that the sum for the purchase of Sand- 

te Castle has been paid by the South 
) seg Railway Company to the Go- 
vernment in consequence of damage 
done to Government property. As to 
the question he has ‘iteed in reference 
to Mr. Clutton, the Receiver of Crown 
Rents, and what has taken place in con- 
nection with that matter, I understand 
that the hon. Member was not reading 
from the last Report of the Public Ac- 
counts Committee, because I find that in 
the Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee for 1885 a question was put by 
the Chairman of that Committee—Sir 
Reginald Welby—to this effect—‘‘ There 
is a note made by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General in regard to the manner 
in which certain accounts are kept. 
Have arrangements been made that they 
shall be kept in a more regular manner 
in future?” The answer is—‘ Ar- 
rangements have been made, and I be- 
lieve the course suggested by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General has been 
adopted.” [Mr. Mottoy: What Report 
is that?] It is a Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee which relates to a 
meeting which took place on the Ist of 
July, 1885. Mr. Culley was under exa- 
mination, and in reply to the Chairman’s 
question he said that that was so, and 
that the course suggested by the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General had been 
adopted. Being asked if there was 
anything more he desired to say, he 
answered “No.” In the Public Ac- 


counts Committee this year certain] 
no question was raised, as far as 
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remember, and I was a Member of that 
Committee. I understand that arrange- 
ments have been made since the date of 
the Report to which the hon. Member 
has referred— arrangements under which 
these accounts have been placed on a 
more satisfactory basis. I certainly go 
full length with the hon. Member and 
the hon. Member who followed him in 
saying that the mixing up of public 
money with private money is a system 
which no man of business would fora 
moment tolerate. I am not able to 
speak with regard to the details of this 
case; but I will inquire into the matter, 
and will satisfy myself that the system 
has been put straight. There was an- 
other question. asked by the hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s County (Mr. Molloy) 
which I think I can answer. He in- 
quired what the amount is which Mr. 
Clutton has received in the course of the 
year. I hope, notwithstanding all that 
has been stated about the great power 
and authority of Mr. Clutton, that it 
will not be supposed for a moment that 
the Treasury consider it necessary to 
take any steps against him, or against 
anybody else, for the protection of the 
public interests. [Mr. Mottoy: I made 
no charges against Mr. Clutton.] I 
think the hon. Member used the words, 
‘* misappropriation of public money,” 
which, to my mind, certainly amounts to 
acharge. The amount received by Mr. 
Clutton in the course of the year, in the 
shape of poundage on revenues collected, 
amounted to £4,873 10s. 3d., and he 
received a sum for professional charges 
amounting to £2,505°16s. 1ld. I hope 
the hon. Member will be satisfied with 
my assurance that the question shall 
receive, at the hands of those responsible 
for the business of the Treasury, most 
careful consideration in order that it 
may be placed on a proper basis. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I presume that by poundage the hon. 
Gentleman means commission ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Yes. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I stated a day 
or two ago, when the Speaker was in the 
Chair, my intention to draw attention to 
this matter, and I understood then that 
the commission was 4 percent. I should 
like to know if that is so, and the hon. 
and gallant Member for North-West 
Sussex (Sir Walter B. Barttelot) will 
i be able to tell me by-and- 

ye. If it is the fact, all I have 
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to. is that 4 cent is very ex- 
at My hon’ Friend behind me 
(Mr. Clancy) has called attention to one 
or two points iu regard to the revenue 
derived from Woods and Forests. His 
principal point was the large amount of 


expenditure upon Windsor Great Park | H 


and Windsor Forest. Inacertain sense, 
we are paying rent for this property— 
that is to say, we give to Her Majesty a 
Civil List on condition that she hands 
over to us this property which is sup- 
posed to be remunerative; but, on con- 
sideration of receiving these rents, the 
country absolutely loses by the Windsor 
Great Park and Windsor Forests more 
than £21,000 per annum. It was said, 
when attention was called to the matter 
the other day, that a large amount of 
money is spent in maintaining the 
roads. I would again appeal to the 
hon. and gallant Member for North- 
West Sussex whether he would not 
take Windsor Great Park and Forests, 
and undertake to keep up the roads, 
without incurring an annual loss of 
£21,000 per annum? Weall know that 
it would be done for a much less ex- 
penditure than now takes place. At 
present a most reckless and wasteful 
system is followed with regard to these 
Crown lands. I find that in the Windsor 
Park and Forests £500 is spent in food for 
game. Seeing that the game and deer are 
maintained for the benefit of the Mem- 
bers of the Royal Family, I do not see 
why we should be called upon to pay £500 
per annum for feeding the pheasants in 
this park. I presume that this matter, 
as well as others, ‘will be referred to the 
Commission that is about to be ap- 
pointed ; but I maintain that we shall 
never have any real control over this 
large expenditure until we have pub- 
licity ; and I would suggest, therefore, 
that all such items should appear in the 
Estimates. I have never been able to 
understand why this expenditure should 
not figure, like other expenditure, on the 
Estimates, and why it should not be 
submitted, in the usual way, to this 
House. We often move for the reduc- 
tion of a Vote, although we seldom 
carry it; but still the fact of the accounts 
being submitted to this House, and of 
complaints being made of excessive ex- 
penditure, does exercise some sort of 
control over the authorities. I find that 
where there is the greatest waste is pre- 
cisely in those matters that are not sub- 
mitted to the House. I am sure that 
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the Secretary to the Treasury has. no 
desire that there should be any, waste 
in this matter, aud I would urge him to 
use his influence in insisting upon the 
whole of the accounts being presented, 
like all other public accounts, to this 


ouse. 
Mr. CLANCY: I wish to say that I 
|made no charge against Mr. Clutton, 
except that made + the Compiroller 
}and Auditor General. I did say, and I 
| repeat it, that the action of Mr. Clutton 
was calculated to mislead Parliament, 
and that if similar proceedings were 
allowed it might possibly lead to the 
misappropriation of public money. It 
is obviously wrong to mix up the public 
money with private accounts. 

Mr. JACKSON: I have already in- 
formed the hon. Gentleman that that is 
not the case now. 

Mr. CLANCY: The hon. Gentleman 
quoted from the Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee for 1885; but I 
quoted from the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General of the 30th 
of June, 1886. If the hon. Gentleman 
will read this document, he will see that 
this is the second occasion upon which 
the matter has been mentioned. 

Mr. JACKSON: I may say that the 
Receivers not only give an adequate se- 
curity for the money they have in their 
hands, but, in this particular case, it 
has been arranged recently that a 
separate account should be kept. Such 
separate accounts are, as a matter of 
fact, now kept by the Receiver. 

Mr, CLANCY : I do not understand 
when this change occurred. The Report 
I am now alluding to refers to a matter 
which was in existence in January last, 
and the Comptroller and Auditor Gene- 
ral says that this is the second time he 
has called attention to it. He says in 
the early part of last year— 

“T requested that Mr. Clutton’s bank pass- 
book, relating to transactions in reference to 
Crown rents, should be sent to me for inspec- 
tion.” 
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Then came the answer of Mr. Clutton, 
which I already read. The Comptroller 
and Auditor General says— 


**T at once communicated this reply to the 
Treasury, and in December last I received a 
letter in reference to the subject; but I have 
not, as yet, received any intimation that Mr. 
Clutton intends to accept that invitation ad- 
dressed to him; and I am actually in doubt, 
owing to the absence of the bank pass-book, 
whether the balance in the hands of the Re- 
ceiver is correct.’’ 
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I want to know if the request of the | It was simply @ grant to the Queen for 
Oomptroller and Auditor eral has|her life only. On the accession of 


been complied with since January last? 
I strongly suspect that the Secretary to 
the Treasury is referring to something 
which took place in the previous Janu- 
ary; and as I am not satisfied with the 
explanation which has been given I 
beg to move that the Vote be reduced 
by the sum of £4,000, being the amount 
of poundage received by this great 
authority. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £6,043, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and of 
the Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrol- 
ments.’’—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mz. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) : 
A phrase has been used during the 
course of this debate which I think 
ought not to be passed over—namely, 
that the lands under the control of the 
Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
are lands which have been surrendered 
by Her Majesty, and that in return for 
the surrender of those lands a Civil 
List has been granted. That is a pure 
fiction, and although it has been often 
repeated, it has not a word of truth in 
it; and I think it is necessary, every 
time it is repeated in this House, that 
it should 20 contradicted. I took 
occasion, in the late Parliament, when 
a Vote relating to this matter was 
under consideration, to quote to the 
then Members of the Government, who 
represented the Treasury, the whole of 
the Act of Parliament relating to this 
matter. It is not necessary to go very 
far back, because the first Civil List was 
only granted on the occasion of the ac- 
cession of William III., and there is 
no pretence for saying that the Act 
9 & 10 Will. IIT., c. 23, recites any 
surrender, or pretends that there was 
any surrender. On the contrary, it is 
an Act granting certain revenues for 
life to the King for the Civil Govern- 
ment of the country. When William 
III. died his whole interest in the Civil 
List ceased, and the grant reverted to the 
grantors—namely, the nation. On the 
accession of Queen Anne a new Civil List 
Act was passed, and that Act, 1 Anne, c.1, 
contains no reference to any surrender. 





George I., when Queen Anne died, I 
believe it is not assumed that he had 
anything to surrender, because neither 
he nor his family, when they came to this 
country, had anything here which it was 

ossible for them to surrender; when 

eorge I. came to the Throne a Civil 
List was granted to him by the Act 1 Geo. 
I., c. 1, and a similar Act was passed 
on the accession of George II. It was 
not until George III. succeeded to the 
Throne that any kind of alteration was 
made in the Act, and even then it was 
only in the recital portion of it. There 
is no claim in that Act on account of 
any surrender ; but it says that— 

“His Majesty has been graciously pleased to 
signify that such disposition may be made of 
his interests in certain hereditary revenues as 
might best conduce to the utility and satisfac- 
tion of the public.”’ 


That signification is as nude and devoid 
of real meaning as it possibly can be. 
There never has been any surrender of 
any specific lands at any time, and the 
Civil List, for good or evil, is a grant on 
the part of the nation for the govern- 
ment of the country, and there is no 

retence whatever for saying that there 
#3 been a single farthing surrendered 
to the nation. 

Mr. MOLLOY: The hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Treasury com- 
menced his remarks by protesting 
against charges having been made 
against the Receivers of Crown Rents. 

ow, neither my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for North Dublin (Mr. Clancy) nor 
I made any charge whatever. The only 
charge that was made was against the 
manner in which these accounts are 
kept; and since the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury made his 
reply my hon. Friend has shown that 
the answer of the Secretary to the 
Treasury gives no information at all, 
and does not tend in the slightest 
degree to elucidate the matter. All 
the hon. Gentleman told me was the 
amount of poundage received by Mr. 
Clutton. I did not ask for that in- 
formation. I presume that the amount 
of poundage on commission is a matter 
of agreement between the authorities 
and Mr. Clutton. 

Mr. JACKSON: I understood the 
hon. Gentleman to ask me how much 
Mr. Clutton received during the year, 
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and I gave him the amount paid for his 
professional services, and alsothe amount 
which he received in the shape of pound- 
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“ein. MOLLOY : The hon. Gentleman 
misunderstood what I said, and I will 
explain what it was that I meant. I 
understand that Mr. Clutton is the Re- 
ceiver of Crown Rents, in regard to which 
there is very little trouble as respects 
collection. They are not like agricultural 
rents or house rents; and what I wished 
to ascertain was the sum received per 
year by Mr. Clutton, on behalf of the 
Crown, in the shape of Crown rents. 
There appears to be a gigantic salary 
received by Mr. Clutton, seeing that the 
Treasury pays him more than £4,000, in 
the shape of poundage, at 4 per cent. 
Now, I would submit that 4 per cent is 
more than a landlord gets out of his 
rents nowadays. The question I asked 
was this— what wasthe total sum received 
by Mr. Clutton during the year, not as 
poundage or commission, but the total 
amount received by him and paid in to 
the account of the Treasury? It is quite 
evident that it must have amounted to 
more than £100,000; and any person 
having a large sum of £50,000 or 
£100,000 lying in the bank would cer- 
tainly place some of it at deposit, and 
would receive interest upon it; and the 
interest upon £50,000, payable under a 
deposit arrangement, would amount to 
a very considerable sum. I do not say 
that Messrs. Clutton make any such 
arrangement, or that they kept the in- 
terest they received. I should be very 
sorry to make any statement of the kind ; 
but so little do the Treasuryseom to know 
of the manner in which the accounts are 
kept, that, although we are discussing 
very large items, there is no one present 
who can tell us such a simple fact as 
this. What I maintain is that it is im- 
possible for the Government to find this 
out so long as the two accounts are kept 
together ; and I and my hon. Friend laid 
stress upon the fact that the trust ac- 
count and the private account should be 
kept together. By pursuing such a sys- 
tem of keeping the accounts, it is im- 
possible for the Comptroller and Auditor 
General to vouch for the correctness of 
the accounts ; and accordingly he writes 
to the Treasury Authorities and says— 


“T have been unable to get this bank pass- 
book. Messrs. Clutton have refused to allow 


me to look at it, because the two accounts | 
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are mixed up, and therefore I am unable to tell 
the authorities whether this account is correctly 
or incorrectly kept.” 


That was the point upon which I asked 
for information from the Government. 
I hope the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury will not suppose 
that I am making this a personal matter 
between him and myself. I am aware 
that he has only just accepted Office, 
and that it must be very difficult for 
him to understand these matters. I am 
not complaining of anything that he has 
done; but I am simply pointing out that 
this is a vicious mode of keeping the 
public accounts, and I laid stress upon 
it because I wish to justify the opposi- 
tion I am making to it. I may state to 
the House the opinion of one of the 
highest Government authorities we have 
at present. I am told by the gentleman 
to whom I refer that if the Civil Service 
Accounts were properly kept, and due 
attention devoted to the items which are 
presented to this House, without in the 
least degree affecting the good work of 
the Civil Service, about £1,500,000 per 
annum might be saved to the country— 
asum equal to the receipts from 1d. of 
Income Tax. The hon. Gentleman will 
therefore understand why I press the 
matter, and that I am not actuated by 
any personal motive with regard to the 
hon. Gentleman himself. I am satisfied 
that it is impossible for him to make 
himself master of these details in the 
short time he has been in Office; but 
his Predecessor, and others, ought to be 
able to give some information, because 
this kind of arrangement has gone on 
from time immemorial. The whole sys- 
tem is vicious; and, although I do not 
apply this remark to Mr. Clutton, it 
opens the door to waste. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY (Forfarshire) : 
I should like to have an explanation 
from the Government of the duties which 
Mr. Clutton has to perform for the large 
amount of £4,800 which he appears to 
have received in the shape of poundage. 
Fer my own part, I see no necessity for 
employing Mr. Clutton at all. The 
Woods and Forests have a large estab- 
ment of their own, and I do not see why 
they should not collect the Crown rents 
without the intervention of any person 
outside. As to the management of the 
Crown estates, I think it would be a 
better arrangement to employ a sur- 
veyor belonging to the Department, who 
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should be directly responsible to the 
Commissioners for the management of 
the estates, and that this would be a more 
advantageous arrangement, not only for 
the State, but also for the tenants. I 
will ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what is the nature of the arrangement 
with Mr. Clutton, and if it is not pos- 
sible for the Department of Woods and 
Forests to manage the estates and collect 
the rents themselves without the inter- 
vention of Mr. Clutton; and if he does 
not think that that would be a much 
more advantageous arrangement for the 
tenants of the property ? 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I find 
here a salary of £900 paid to a Receiver 
General in connection with the Depart- 
ment of Wood and Forests and Land 
Revenues. I want to know if that 
gentleman also gets poundage, or whe- 
ther the Receiver General is Mr. Clutton? 
I also desire to know how much money 
is collected altogether through this 
officer; and, secondly, if the sum be 
£100,000 or £200,000, whether it takes 
more than one person to collect it? My 
own impression is that there is a suffi- 
cient staff of clerks in the Establishment 
to collect these rents easily. I cannot 
understand why so large a number of 
officials should be necessary in the De- 
partment. I also want to know why 
Mr. Clutton is not paid a reasonable 
salary—say £1,000 a-year—instead of 
getting a monstrous sum in the shape 
of poundage? According to the state- 
ment of the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Mr. Clutton receives something like 
£6,000 a-year, and, so far as I can 
make out, he receives that large sum 
for doing almost nothing at all; for not 
only are there other Receivers paid by 
the country, but there is an ample staff 
employed in the office, consisting of 
Commissioners at £1,200 a-year, As- 
sistant Commissioners, a surveyor, a 
principal clerk, assistant clerks, junior 
clerks, Chief Mineral Inspector, Receiver 
General, Receiver for the County of 
Middlesex, assistant to the Receiver 
General, book-keepers, and drawing 
clerk, all of whom are liberally paid 
for doing the work of the Department. 
Then I want to know what Mr. Clutton 
does for this £6,000 a-year, and whe- 
ther there are any other Receivers who 
are also paid for collecting this Crown 
Revenue, or whether the Receiver Ge- 
neral, who appears here with a salary 
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of £900 a-year, is Mr. Clutton, or some 
other official ? 

Mr. JACKSON: In regard to the 
question as to the system of keeping the 
accounts, to which reference les been 
made in the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor General, what I desired to 
convey to the Committee was that the 
system has been altered in consequence 
of what the Comptroller and Auditor 
General stated. It was altered after his 
remarks, and before the last meeting of 
the Public Accounts Committee; and, as 
hon. Members know, no reference was 
made to it at the last meeting of the 
Public Accounts Committee. I think 
that hon. Gentlemen opposite may ac- 
cept that fact on my statement—namely, 
that the system has been altered, and 
that there is no mixing up now of public 
and private moneys. What I desire is 
to satisfy the hon. Member for North 
Dablin and the Committee that the sys- 
tem of which the hon. Member has pro- 
perly complained has been changed. I 
am informed that Mr. Clutton regularly 
remits the money he receives, and that 
he seldom retains a larger balance than 
£500, which he is allowed to do by Act 
of Parliament. That, I think, disposes 
of all question about the supposed loss 
to the public of a large amount of in- 
terest on the money in hand. I may 
point out that Mr. Clutton has nothing 
to do with the collection of rents with re- 
gard to public property in Pall Mall. Mr. 
Clutton has in his hands the valuation, 
letting, and collection of the rents of 
certain farms, together with their man- 
agement, in the South of England; and 
I believe the amount of rent collected 
is something like £120,000 a-year. He 
has nothing whatever to do with the 
collection of rents upon house property. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo (Mr. 
Dillon) referred to the Receiver General 
connected with the Departmentof Woods 
and Forests. That gentleman is, I think, 
Mr. Higgins. He is paid a salary of 
£900 a-year, and he has the collection of 
certain rents for houses in London and 
Windsor. Another Receiver—Mr. Gower 
—is paid a poundage and asmall sum in 
consideration of other work he performs. 
His duties are similar to those of Mr. 
Clutton, and he has to deal with the 
same kind of property in the North of 
England. The amount of his collection 
is about £44,000. He receives 2} per 
cent on £6,000, and 4 per cent upon 
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£18,000. Referring again to Mr. Clutton, 
I may say that he has to deal with the 
management of farms, and he has had 
a long experience in connection with the 
work he performs. I think I have now 
answered all the questions which have 
been put to me. 

Mr. BEADEL (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Some expressions have been used in 
reference to Mr. Clutton to which I 
think it necessary to advert. I may 
say that, as far as Mr. Clutton is con- 
cerned, he stands at the head of his 
profession, and is altogether beyond re- 
proach. I may go still further, and say 
that I have some little practical know- 
ledge of what his management of the 
Crown estates has been, although I have 
not the slightest interest in his firm. 
The duties which devolve upon Mr. 
Clutton are of an extremely arduous and 
responsible character ; and if hon. Mem- 
bers imagine that they are confined to the 
receiving of rents they are altogether mis- 
taken. Mr. Clutton has to keep up a 
large and able staff in order to carry on 
the Crown business, and that staff he 
pays out of the sums received from his 
private receivership. In these troublous 
times, in consequence of the fall in rents, 
and the terribly low prices which the 
farmers are now receiving for their pro- 
duce—a fact which is equally as appli- 
cable to this country as it isto Ireland— 
Mr. Clutton has not only to receive the 
Crown rents, but to undertake, to a great 
extent, the management of the farms on 
the Crown estates, and the duties which 
devolve upon him are much more re- 
sponsible than could possibly be carried 
out by any other official, however com- 

etent he might be. Moreover, Mr. 

lutton has to find people on the spot 
to look after the interests and rights of 
the Crown; and he is called upon to 
manage large forests over which, com- 
paratively speaking, there is very little 
supervision indeed, but, nevertheless, 
involving a considerable amount of 
trouble and attention. In the interests 
of the Crown estates, I think it would 
be absolutely impossible to find anybody 
as competent as Mr. Clutton to do the 
business which he now performs. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY: I quite under- 
stand that Mr. Clutton is atthe head of his 
Profession ; but I do not understand that 
any exception has been taken to the man- 
ner in which he has discharged his duties. 
The question which I put to the Com- 
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mittee was, whether the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests might not have 
the services of someone in the Depart- 
ment, instead of employing Mr. Clutton 
at all? We all know that Mr. Clutton 
has a large number of estates under his 
management; and I am under the im- 
pression thatthe Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests would be able to manage 
the Crown property better than Mr. 
Clutton by employing a staff of their 
own, and placing themselves more 
directly in contact with the tenants than 
is now the case. The Commissioners 
are quite capable of exercising a sound 
judgment in regard to the management 
of land ; and it must not be forgotten that 
we already possess, in connection with 
the Department of Woods and Forests, 
a very large staff indeed. Mr. Clutton 
has an important business, altogether 
independent of that which he conducts 
for the State, and it isimpossible for him 
to devote to the Crown lands more than 
a small portion of his time. He is ob- 
liged to depend upon his officials ; and I 
do not see why the Woods and Forests 
should not depend, in the same manner, 
upon the judgment of their staff of offi- 
cials. I should like to know whether 
the hon. Member who addressed the 
House last (Mr. Beadel) has of late 
years been able to make any profit out 
of any of the land which he may have 
farmed? I have certainly not heard that 
any landed proprietor has been able to do 
so. They are obliged to be content 
with whatever amount of rent they can 
get, because, by taking the land into 
their own hands, they find that they re- 
ceive much less. I am satisfied that it 
would be of great advantage to the 
tenants of the Crown lands if they were 
able to deal directly with the Commis- 
sioners of Woods and Forests, rather 
than with a third person. 

Mr. BEADEL: I am quite aware of 
the condition in which farming opera- 
tions are now placed, and that there are 
landed proprietors who are unable to 
make a profit out of the land in hand. 
However, with regard to Mr. Clutton, 
there is no doubt that he has the manage- 
ment of a very large business, indepen- 
dently of that which he looks after for 
the wn; but, at the same time, he 
is able to bring to bear on the manage- 
ment of the Crown property, in conse- 
quence of that large business, a judgment 
which no private person can possibly 
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possess. Therefore he is the right man 


Supply— Civil 


in the right place. With re to the 
land in hand, if the hon. Member for 
Forfarshire had one tithe of the experi- 
ence of Mr, Clutton, he would know that 
it is absolutely impossible to let certain 
farms, even if no rent at all is charged 
upon them ; and the little loss which the 
State sustains in connection with the 
Crown lands is entirely owing to the 
management of Mr. Clutton. 

Mr. CLANCY: The apology offered 
by the hon. Gentleman (Mr. Beadel) on 
behalf of Mr. Clutton is of the stereo- 
typed form which we are accustomed to 
hear in this House. No official has ever 
been attacked in Parliament, or any 
abuse exposed, without our hearing from 
some authority or other that the person 
incriminated was a man of the highest 
possible ability and character, with the 
most respectable antecedents, and the 
very best man who could be obtained for 
the position. I will repeat again that I 
have made no charge against Mr. Clut- 
ton, except that which was made by the 
Comptroller and Auditor General; but 
I may add this—which I know from 
experience to be true—that a man 
may get a very good character in 
this House, and yet be quite a different 
sort of being in actual fact. Last 
year one of the most degraded and 
basest villains ever employed in any 
country was sent to prison on a disgrace- 
ful charge in Ireland, although he had 
been only a couple of weeks before ex- 
cessively lauded from the Treasury 
Bench. All that I have done in regard 
to Mr. Clutton has been to call the at- 
tention of the Committee to a statement 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General ; 
and, in my opinion, that statement has 
not yet been answered by the Secretary 
to the Treasury. The hon. Gentleman 
assures us, and asks us to accept his as- 
surance, that Mr. Clutton will graciously 
consent in future not to place the money 
of the Crown into his own private ac- 
count, and that he will also graciously 
surrender his pass-books to the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General; but he has 
not answered the charge made against 
him by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General in his last Report, dated Janu- 
ary, 1886, which stated distinctly that 
Mr. Clutton defied the Treasury, and re- 
fused to surrender his pass-books with 
regard to past transactions. A pitched 
battle seems to have been fought between 
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the Comptroller and Auditor General 
and Mr. Clutton, with the result that 
Mr. Olutton was able to walk off tri- 
umphant. Having gone off with the 
honours of war, he graciously consents 
now to comply with the conditions im- 
posed by the Government. I do not 
think that his past conduct ought to be 
passed over without comment; and, there- 
fore, I have moved the reduction of the 
Vote by £4,000, the amount of poundage 
received by Mr. Clutton. 

Mr. DILLON: I think that what has 
been stated by the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury justifies my 
hon. Friend the Member for North Dub- 
lin (Mr. Clancy) in going to a division 
on this Vote. What are the facts now 
before the Committee? They are that 
Mr. Clutton, whose earnings amounted to 
between £6,000 and £7,000 a-year, only 
spends a very small portion of his valu- 
able time upon the Crown property: Now, 
I never heard the name of Mr. Clutton 
before, and I know nothing of him. I 
have heard the hon. Member for Chelms- 
ford (Mr. Beadel) declare that his ser- 
vices are exceedingly valuable ; but the 
question is whether the services of any 
man are of sufficient value to the State 
that, for a small portion of his time, he 
ought to be paid £6,000 or £7,900 
a-year. Are we to be told that the Go- 
vernment cannot get a man in England 
to give all his time and do all of this 
work for less than £6,000 or £7,000 
a-year? Why, Sir, the President of 
the Board of Trade only gets £2,000 
a-year, and the President of the Local 
Government Board a similar sum. Those 
Gentlemen are supposed to be men of 
ability, and they give all their time to 
the duties of their Department. Mr. 
Clutton, however, gets £6,000 a-year 
for collecting the Crown rents, and has 
permission to devote the best part of 
his time to his own private business. 
We have heard the warm eulogium 
which has been passed on the conduct 
of Mr. Clutton by the hon. Member op- 
posite. Mr. Clutton may be a man of 
great ability, and he may deserve all 
the praise which has been poured upon 
him ; but, although the Secretary to the 
Treasuty assures us that a change has 
been made in this most reprehensible 
method of keeping the public accounts, 
I cannot find that any severe reprimand 
has been passed upon Mr. Clutton for 
the course he has hitherto pursued, 
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Then, again, how do we know that he 
manages these Crown farms so wonder- 
fully well; because in this Report we 
find that he is continually in collision 
with the Comptroller and AuditorGeneral 
in regard to the large expenditure he 
has incurred upon farm buildings. It 
may be a good expenditure; but the 
fact still remains that he has been 
spending £2,000 or £3,000 in that way, 
without making a proper Return to the 
Treasury, and that it has been necessary 
to call him to account. Now, I venture 
to submit that there is not a man in 
England, I do not care what his qualifi- 
cations are, or what services are re- 
quired in a collector of rents, who is 
worth £6,000 a-year to the State. I 
am perfectly satisfied that £1,500 would 
secure for the service of the State as 
good a man as can be required, and at 
least £4,500 a-year would in that case 
be saved to the Treasury. I therefore 
think that no time should be lost in re- 
ducing the emoluments now enjoyed by 
this gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON: I wish to point out 
to the hon. Gentleman (Mr. Dillon) that 
he can hardly be aware that the sum 
paid to Mr. Clutton cannot, in any 
sense, be called a payment for his per- 
sonalservices. For the duties for which 
he receives this sum he has to keep up 
a very large establishment, and a consi- 
derable staff; and, therefore, it cannot 
be treated as a payment for his own 
personal services. I think the hon. 
Gentleman will clearly see that, if he 
will consider the vast amount of work 
that has been done in connection with 
the management and collection of rents 
for property extending over a large area 
of country. I am sorry that I have not 
been able to make the matter clear, and 
that the hon. Member for the Northern 
Division of the County of Dublin (Mr. 
Clancy) is still dissatisfied with my an- 
swer. I have endeavoured to show that 
the Report to which he refers was a 
Report made by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General before the last meeting 
of the Public Accounts Committee. It 
was made at the beginning of this year. 
This year the Committee of Public Ac- 
counts made the ordinary arrangements 
for the collection of these rents, and at 
this moment everything which the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General asks is car- 
ried into effect. I may appeal to the 
fact that, at the last meeting of the 
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Public Accounts Committee, the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General did not call 
the attention of that Committee to Mr. 
Clutton, as he undoubtedly would have 
done, unless there had been an altera- 
tion in the system. Therefore, I hope 
the hon. Member will accept my as- 
surance that the accounts are now kept 
as he desires. 

Sir JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Monaghan, 
8.): I quite accept what the hon. Gen- 
tleman says—that the accounts are now 
kept according to the rules laid down 
by the Comptroller and Auditor General ; 
but what I think the Committee have 
a right to complain of is that the accounts 
now presented to us really do not show 
what the actual remuneration received 
by Mr. Clutton is. I believe that be- 
tween £6,000 and £7,000, which ap- 
pears to be the gross sum paid for his 
services, is excessive; and I think that 
the Vote should be reduced, at all 
events, by £2,000. I would, therefore, 
ask my hon. Friend (Mr. Clancy) to 
withdraw the present Amendment, and 
move the reduction of the Vote by 
£2,000. I think my hon. Friend would, 
in that case, obtain more support than 
he is likely to get for the Amendment 
as it now stands. 

Mr.CLANCY: At present Mr. Olutton 
receives more than £6,000 a-year. 

Stir JOSEPH M‘KENNA: A por- 
tion of that sum, no doubt, is required 
for the payment of the staff; but I 
think, if the Vote were reduced as I 
suggest, Mr. Clutton would still receive 
ample remuneration for the services he 
performs. I would, therefore, ask my 
hon. Friend to withdraw his proposal 
for the reduction of the Vote by £4,000, 
in order to substitute £2,000. 

Mr. MOLLOY: I will not prolong 
the discussion; but I will point out to 
the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Treasury that the sum received by Mr. 
Clutton is more than the salary of a 
Cabinet Minister. The Secretary to the 
Treasury says that Mr. Clutton does not 
receive the whole of it, because he has 
to pay his staff. Now, all that the staff 
has to do for the State is to keep the 
accounts that relate to the collection of 
rents, and I am satisfied that Mr. Clutton 
could get all the assistance he requires 
for £500 or £600 a-year. The fact still 
remains that a very large sum of money 
is paid to this gentleman for duties in 
the performance of which he employs 
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only a small portion of his time. Asa 
matter of fact, he actually receives a 
higher salary than the Prime Minister 
of this country. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH: I am not able 
to suggest whether Mr. Clutton is well 
or ill-paid ; but I think there is one thing 
in which the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury will agree, and in 
regard to which probably he or the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who is now 
in his place, will give me some assur- 
ance. I hold that payment by pound- 
age is a very bad mode of payment, and 
that it very often results in gross job- 
bery. Whatever is the right sum to be 
paid for the services rendered Mr. Clut- 
ton ought to receive ; but, in order to 
prevent the abuses which may result 
from the system of payment by pound- 
age, we ought to have some assurance 
from the Treasury that steps will be 
taken to terminate that bad system. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY : I shouid like 
to know from the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury what extent 
of land belonging to the Crown is 
being farmed by the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests without being let to 
tenants? I do not like to speak from 
memory; but I think there was a very 
considerable public clamour two or three 
years ago as to the excessive rents of 
the land belonging to the Woods and 
Forests. I cannot help thinking that it 
is an exceedingly bad system for the 
Government to keep the land in their 
own hands; because by that means it is 
producing no rent at all, and there is no 
land at the present moment in England 
which would not let for something or 
other. 

Mr. JACKSON: There is no differ- 
ence of opinion between the Commis- 
sioners of Woods and Forests and the 
hon. Member that it is exceedingly unde- 
sirable to have farmsin hand. The farms 
which are under the charge of Colonel 
Kingscote comprise, I believe, upwards 
of 70,000 acres; and the amount of land 
now in hand which has been held by seven 
tenants, two of whom held less than 120 
acres, altogether comprises 1,762 acres. 
The farms now are practically managed 
as private farms. 

Mr. CLANOY : I desire to express 
personally my full sense of the courtesy 
of the Secretary to the Treasury. The 
hon. Gentleman’s manner in this House 
is all we could desire; but I hope he 
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will forgive me for repeati in that 
I am not satisfied with the explanation 


he has given. Ihave already admitted 
my perfect satisfaction that there is to 
be a new system for the future; but 
what I want still to know is whether, with 
regard to the past, Mr. Clutton has sur- 
rendered his books ? To that ques- 
tion I have obtained no auswer, and I 
understand the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury to inform the Committee that 
he can give no answer. I am very much 
inclined to accept the suggestion of my 
hon. Friendthe Member for South Mona- 
ghan (Sir Joseph M‘Kenna). I think 
that to cut off £4000 at one blow from 
Mr. Clutton might be too great a shock 
to so mighty a person, and I have no 
wish to hurt the susceptibilities of so 
important an individual. Perhaps, if 
£2,000 were taken off his income for 
next year, he would be induced here- 
after to be more civil ‘to his superiors, 
and probably he would give way on the 
first attack that might be made upon 
him by the Representatives of the Trea- 
sury. With that view, and considering 
also that the amount of poundage paid 
to this gentleman is out of all ig a 
tion to that which is paid to other Re- 
ceivers, I will, if the Committee will 
allow me, withdraw the Motion for 
reducing the Vote by £4,000, and substi- 
tute a Motion to reduce it by £2,000. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question put, 

“ That asum, not exceeding £8,043, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March 1887, forthe Salaries and Ex- 

enses of the Office of Her Majesty’s Woods, 
Seoutn and Land Revenues, and of the Office 
of Land Revenue Records and Inrolments.”’"— 
(Mr. Clancy.) 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 73; 
Noes 149: Majority 76.—(Div. List, 
No. 23.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


(2.) £21,059, to complete the sum 
for Works and Public Buildings Office. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): This, I know, is an Office which is 
generally held to be beyond criticism ; 
but in regard to its work this year I 
wish to ask the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman in charge of the Vote to ex- 
plain how it is that certain items in- 
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serted in the Estimates for this year have 
not been submitted to the Committee? 
It will be in the recollection of the 
Committee that the first Votes we had 
to consider were, in accordance with a 
printed statement, circulated by the 
Treasury, and in that statement there 
was a Vote for the New Admiralty and 
War Office, and another Vote for Dover 
Harbour. When the Committee began 
its deliberations, we expected that those 
two Votes would be put from the Chair; 
but they have been passed over, sub 
silentio, and the consequence was that a 
third Vote came on unexpectedly, and 
was passed without the discussion which 
would otherwise have taken place upon 
it. Now, Sir, the insertion of Votes of 
this kind for Services which do not, in 
reality, require any Vote of the sort is, at 
any rate, an unusual proceeding ; and I 
should like to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works to explain the state of 
the case in regard to the Vote for the 
New Admiralty and War Office Build- 
ings, and also the circumstances under 
which the Vote originally presented for 
Dover Harbour is not required ? 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Pivuwxzr) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): 1 think I can give the hon. 
Gentleman a satisfactory explanation of 
the matter. It is quite true that a Vote 
for the new Admiralty and War Office 
Buildings was originally inserted in the 
Estimates, and that now it is not brought 
forward. The reason of that change is 
that during the last Parliament a sugges- 
tion was made by my right hon. Friend 
who is now Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. W. H. Smith) that it was desir- 
able to reconsider the plans for the 
Admiralty and War Office Buildings. 
That suggestion was approved of by the 
then Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Derby (Sir William Harcourt); and ac- 
cordingly it was afterwards proposed 
that a Committee should be appointed 
for the purpose of reconsidering the 
whole question, and such a Committee 
was nominated with the assent of the 
House. It was stated by my Pre- 
decessor (Lord Elgin) on the 27th of 
May, when a Vote on Account was taken, 
that nothing would be done beyond 
what was absolutely necessary in the 
se of demolition until Parliament had 

an opportunity of reconsidering the 
matter, and until the Select Committee 
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| had reported upon it. A further state- 
ment to that effect was made in this 
House by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer in the last Parliament. Under 
these circumstances, it would obviously 
not be proper to press the Vote. It is 
the intention of the Government to pro- 
pose the appointment of the Committee 
to report upon the subject in the next 
Session as early as possible. I know 
nothing whatever as to the Estimate for 
Dover Harbour. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The question of 
Dover Harbour does not arise under this 
Vote. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.): The right hon. Gentleman 
has not been long in Office ; but I should 
like him to give some promise that he 
will pay some attention to that melan- 
choly subject to which attention has 
been called on more than one occasion— 
namely, the dying away of the trees in 
Kensington Gardens. I called the at- 
tention of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Predecessor to that matter. Things are 
now going from bad to worse; and, in 
these summer days, anyone who walks 
there for a little fresh air will find the 
trees still visibly dying. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will give us some 
assurance that attention will be paid to 
the subject. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
Does the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man propose to do anything in regard 
to the extension of Westminster Hall ? 
It has been allowed to remain in the 
same condition now for some years. 

Mr. PLUNKET: Yes, Sir; I have 
recently been over the ground, and I can 
assure the hon. Member that the works 
will be proceeded with at once. 


Vote agreed to. 

(3.) £10,000, to complete the sum for 
the Mercantile Marine Fund (Grant in 
Aid). 

(4.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £30,000, be 


| granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


D to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, for Her 
Majesty’s Foreign and other Secret Services.” 


Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) : 
I do not intend to do more now than ex- 
ess a hope that what the Government 
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money charged upon the Consolidated 


Fund they will do next year in regard 
to this Vote. The saving to the Con- 
solidated Fund appears to be a sum of 
more than £9,000 a-year, and it is rea- 
sonable to hope that some similar saving 
may be effected in this Vote; and that, 
instead of having a Secret Service Vote 
of £50,000 for the year, an Estimate 
may be brought forward for the various 
Departments, each Department stating 
the sum which it deems necessary for 
Secret Service. There would then no 
longer be a large sum which Parliament 
is unable to trace, even to any Depart- 
ment, or to know what becomes of it. 
Tar CHANCELLOR or tuz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpoten Cuvurcaitt) 
(Paddington, 8.): I wish to point out 
to the hon. Member that if Secret Ser- 
vice money be granted at all, it must be 
granted so that Parliament cannot trace 
it. Itis a Vote granted by Parliament 
to Ministers for public purposes, as to 
which Parliament trusts absolutely to 
the discretion of Ministers; and it is 
granted on the distinct condition and 
understanding that the employment of 
the money shall be absolutely secret. 
Therefore, on that ground, I would ob- 
ject to the arrangement suggested by 
the hon. Member, that the sum ex- 
pended by each Office should be placed 
upon the Estimates. I would object to 
it on the ground that by so placing it 
on the Estimates it would diminish the 
secrecy of the expenditure. If Parlia- 
ment chooses to grant this money as 
Secret Service money, the expenditure 
of it must obviously be left to the Mi- 
nistry. If you do not choose to grant 
Secret Service money that is quite a dif- 
ferent thing. If the House of Com- 
mons choose to deprive the Ministry of 
the day of these funds, that will be a 
very serious step for the House of Com- 
mons to take; and certainly, if the 
money be not granted, I do not believe 
that in the present day the Government 
can be carried on, or that the Services 
could be provided for, unless Parliament 
granted very liberal Estimates. I think 
the hon. Member will admit that the 
Government have established a claim 
upon the House by altogether sweeping 
away the expenditure on account of 
Secret Service hitherto charged upon 
the Consolidated Fund, which, I thought, 
was an expenditure which could not be 
defended in modern times; but I do 
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hope that the Government, having shown 
that they are determined that Secret 
Service money shall be expended only 
in the interests of the State and for 
purposes Parliament controls, inquiry as 
to the details of expenditure will not be 


pressed. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH: I desire to ac- 
knowledge, in the fullest manner, the 
concession made by the Government in 
reference to the charge upon the Con- 
solidated Fund. I desire, on the part 
of Radicals, to acknowledge that in the 
frankest manner. But what the noble 
Lord now says in defence of the Vote is 
precisely what used to be said in defence 
of the very expenditure the noble Lord 
has abandoned. I cannot help thinking 
that the same kind of consideration arises 
here. There are no means of knowing 
how this money is expended ; and it ap- 
pears from answers given by witnesses 
examined by the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee that it has sometimes been used 
to supplement payments in the shape of 
salaries. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
That was many years ago. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH: Yes; but the 
expenditure was secret still; and per- 
haps a more acute Public Accounts Com- 
mittee may extract similar information. 
While I admit that the noble Lord has 
been frank in recognizing the distinction 
between this Vote and the charge on the 
Consolidated Fund I shall be compelled 
to divide the House against the Vote. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.): I am not suprised that the 
hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. 
Bradlaugh) should have called attention 
to this Vote; but I do think that in a 
great Empire like this it is quite impos- 
sible for the Public Service to be carried 
on without the employment of Secret 
Service money. Nevertheless, the ab- . 
straction of £10,000 a-year from the 
Consolidated Fund for that purpose was 
an abuse, and I am glad that the system 
has been abandoned. I think the Com- 
mittee ought to rest satisfied after the 
stop which has been put to the spending 
of Reoret Service money for electioneer- 
ing purposes. Thissum of £50,000 is 
expended on the responsibility of Her 
Majesty’s Ministers ; and all that can be 
required by this House is a statement 
from Ministers on honour that the money 
has been expended for the Secret Ser- 
vice for which it was required. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
A good deal of Secret Service money 
spent by the Foreign Office is not really 
Secret Service money in any sense of 
the word, but is expended in giving 
pensions to the widows of persons who 
have been employed by the Government. 
J think it would be better to separate 
the two items—namely, the money 
really employed for Secret Service pur- 
poses, ae that which is given away in 
pensions. I am not asserting for a 
moment that these pensions to widows 
and others who have rendered service 
to the Government ought not to be paid ; 
but still they are not Secret Service 
money, and it appears to me far more 
desirable that the Government should 
ask for a certain sum for pensions to 
widows and others, where there is no 
fund specially available for them, in- 
stead of putting it down for Secret Ser- 
vice money. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.): I wish to ask if there is any 
truth in the report that the Government 
have employed a shorthand writer, to- 
gether with a detective, to follow Mr. 
Michael Davitt on his public tour in the 
United States; and, if so, whether the 
pay of those individuals is provided for 
under the head of Secret Service money ? 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL : 
The hon. Member must know that no 
Minister has ever answered a question 
with regard to the expenditure of Secret 
Service money, either negatively or 
affirmatively ; and I cannot depart from 
that practice. With regard to the em- 
ployment of a shorthand writer, I have 
no information on the subject, neither 
has my right hon. Friend the Home 
Secretary. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 159; 
Noes 54: Majority 105.—Div. List, 
No. 24.) 

(5.) £3,393, to complete the sum for 
the Secretary for Scotland’s Office. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY (Forfarshire) : 
I should like to ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Secretary for Scotland (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour) what authority he exer- 
cises over the Local Boards sitting in 
Edinburgh? It was one of the prin- 
cipal reasons for the appointment of a 
Secretary for Scotland that these Boards 
were practically irresponsible, and it 
was hoped that when the appoint- 
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ment was made the Minister would be 
able to exercise some authority over 
them. The Boards to which I refer are 
the Fishery Board, the Lunacy Commis- 
sion, the Poor Law Board, and the 
Board of Supervision. It has often 
been stated in this House that none of 
these Boards were responsible. Very 
considerable complaints have been made 
from time to time regarding the inter- 
ference of the Board of Supervision in 
the administration of local affairs; and 
we know quite well that the Board prac- 
tically consists of only one individual, 
the Chairman. The Board of Lunacy 
and the Fishery Board also require look- 
ing after; and I shall be glad to hear 
from the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he is in a position to exercise control 
over these Boards, so that he may be 
responsible in this House for their 
doings. It will be a very great satisfac- 
tion to the people of Scotland to know 
that the administration of affairs re- 
lating to Scotland is in the hands and 
under the control of a responsible Mi- 
nister. If the right hon. Gentleman 
has not yet sufficient authority under 
the Act of Parliament, I hope that he 
will direct his attention to the subject, 
with a view to bringing the Local Boards 
in Scotland under his control. I believe 
this is the desire of the people of Scot- 
land; and I am sure, if he succeeds in 
accomplishing this object, he will have 
done a great deal to justify the creation 
of his Office. Ishould also like to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman ex- 
ercises as much authority and control 
over the Boards in Scotland as the Local 
Government Board does over the various 
Local Boards in England ? 

Strr GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): My hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Forfarshire has put a very im- 
portant question to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Secretary for Scotland; and 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to give a satisfactory answer with 
regard to the Fishery Board, Lunacy 
Board, Poor Law Board, and the Board 
of Supervision. With reference to the 
other question asked by my hon. Friend, 
as to the extent of the control over the 
Local Boards in Edinburgh, I think the 
right hon. Gentleman would be in a 
much better position if he had that con- 
trol in Scotland which the Home Secre- 
tary and the Local Government Board 
together have in England. Now, Sir, 
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ing to the establishment of this 
Office—the Office of the Secretary for 
Scotland—I find we havé the Secretary 
with a salary of £2,000 a-year; we have 
the Permanent Under Secretary, with a 
salary of £1,500 a-year, and £500, the 
ortion of his pension in respect of service 
in the Education Department. We have 
then an Assistant Under Secretary, with 
a salary of £920.' But under these three 
great Officers we have only three clerks. 
It would, therefore, seem that this Office 
has a very large head, but a very at- 
tenuated body. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will see that it is much 
better that he should have all these 
Scotch Offices and Local Boards under 
his control. 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour) (Manchester, E.): 
The hon. Gentleman (Sir George Camp- 
bell) has asked me the nature of the 
powers exercised over the Scotch Local 
Boards. The authority I exercise over 
these Boards is precisely the same as 
that which was exercised by the Lord 
Advocate under the law which existed 
before my Office was constituted by 
Parliament; and in answer to the 
hon. Member for Forfarshire (Mr. 
Barclay) I have to say that the autho- 
rity I exercise over these Boards is as 
great as that formerly exercised by the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment here. The Statute by which 
my Office was created simply transferred 
to me the powers which the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department pos- 
sesses. These powers, I admit, are not 
very great in extent; indeed, the con- 
trol I have over any separate Depart- 
ment is very small; but I am not sure 
that that is a thing wholly to be re- 
gretted. The Scottish Boards are very 
peculiar institutions, and there is no- 
thing analogous to them in Eng- 
land. They have worked well, and 
so long as they work well we are 
enabled through them to avoid undue 
centralization; and, therefore, I do not 
think it would be consistent with the 
ordinary rules of administration and 
legislation in favour in this country 
that we should, in deference to theory, 
abolish institutions which work well in 
eee. The hon. Gentleman said the 

oard of Supervision was complained of 
in Scotland because of its arbitrary inter- 
ference with local affairs; but I would 
remind the hon. Member that the 
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powers exercised by the Board of Super- 
vision are as nothing compared with the 

wers exercised in England bythe Local 

overnment Board. When first went to 

the Local Government Board about a 
year and a-half ago I was astonished at 
the minute supervision and control which 
that Board exercises over everything 
connected with the Poor Law Boards 
and other local institutions in England. 
There is nothing like that in Scotland ; 
and so long as we get on without that 
control I do not think we ought to re- 
gard it as necessary. With regard to 
the Fishery Board and the Board of 
Lunacy, the work in those Departments 
is very great, and only one or two mem- 
bers of those Boards are paid for their 
work, the other assistance being given 
gratuitously ; and it should be borne in 
mind that neither the Board of Super- 
vision, nor any other Department, can 
altogether avoid complaints, sometimes 
just and sometimes unjust. For my 
own part, I do not think we Scotchmen 
have serious reason to be discontented 
with the system which already exists. 
Whether it will be modified by the 
Government bringing in another Local 
Government Bill is not settled. The 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy (Sir George 
Campbell) asked me whether I can 
say conscientiously that I have earned 
my pay. Well, Sir, I have not had 
a long opportunity of studying that 
question; and I do not know, if I 
came to an unfavourable conclusion 
with regard to it, that I should care 
to confide my opinion to my hon. 
Friend. But I must say that the duties 
of the Scotch Office are not so insigni- 
ficant as the hon. Member apparently 
Te because, as Secretary for Scot- 
land, I am not only at the head of the 
general administration of the country, 
but also, as Vice President of the Council, 
I am at the head of the Education 
Department. These two Offices together 
may well prevent the duties of the Se- 
cretary of Scotland being those of a 
sinecurist. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL: I simply 
expressed my surprise that there were 
three heads of the Office and only three 
clerks. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman commented on the high pay 
of the two head permanent officials in 
the Scotch Office. He said one of them 
received £2,000 a-year. That is true; 
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but he does not receive that as Under 
Secretary for Scotland ; he receives only 
£1,500 a-year in that capacity. Owing 
to the fact that Sir Francis Sandford is 
the Permanent Under Secretary for 
Scotland, we have not only secured the 
services of one of the very ablest public 
officials, but we have also saved the 
country a large amount in hard cash ; 
because Sir Francis Sandford is entitled 
to a large pension, the whole of which 
he does not draw, so long as he occupies 
the post of Permanent Under Secretary. 
The hon. Gentleman appears to me to 
think that you should not have highly 
paid officers at the head of a Depart- 
ment unless you have a large number 
of clerks under them. I cannot agree 
with that. The duties may not be so 
heavy and so numerous as to require a 
large staff of clerks; but in this case 
they are of so important a character that 
the gentlemen at the head of the Office 
must be equal in position and character 
to those of any other Office at White- 
hall. Therefore, I say that these gen- 
tlemen eminently deserve the salaries 
paid to them; and I do not think we 
could secure the kind of men we want 
for less money. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY: I do not de- 
sire that the Secretary for Scotland 
should have any more interference with 
local affairs than there is at present. 
What we want is a responsible Secre- 
tary for Scotland, and not an irrespon- 
sible Board as in Edinburgh. Cor - 
plaints have been made as to undue in- 
terference on the part of the Board of 
Supervision in Edinburgh, and in regard 
to the other Boards I shall have more 
to say later on. I desire that the 
supervision of the Boards should be 
exercised by someone who is respon- 
sible for it, and not by an irresponsible 
a in Edinburgh. The Board of 

upervision, as I have said, consists only 
of the Chairman. [‘‘No, no!”] The 
Lord Advocate expresses some doubt 
about that. I recollect that a Return 
was made of the attendance of the Board, 
and we found that seldom anyone be- 
sides the Chairman attended. When 
the Chairman alone was present it was 
called a Committee, and the Committee 
had the full powers of the Board. This 
question has been discussed in the 
House for many years. The Board has 
been unsatisfactory, and is unsatisfac- 
tory now; and I want the Secretary for 
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Scotland to be responsible for the Board 
of Supervision, and also for the Fishery 
Board. I think that was what the 
Scottish people asked for when a Secre- 
tary was appointed for Scotland. I in- 
vite the attention of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to these subjects, and to say that 
it would be better to have an improved 
control by the Secretary for Scotland, 
who is responsible to this House. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: T have 
known Sir Francis Sandford all my life, 
and I am aware that we could not have 
a more valuable public servant; but it 
does seem to me, from the very modesty 
and slenderness of the Staff, that there 
must be very little detailed work in the 
Office, with the exception of the educa- 
tional work. I agree with my hon. Friend 
the Member for Forfarshire that it would 
be desirable for the Secretary for Scot- 
land to exercise a more complete control 
over the Scotch Boards, which I agree 
are unpopular in Scotland, and centralize 
too much. We wanta controlling power 
over them; and in so far as they are 
not responsible to the Secretary for 
Scotland they are not responsible to 
Parliament. I think these Boards should 
be made over to the Department of the 
Secretary for Scotland, in order that he 
may have full working power in con- 
nection with them. 


Vote agreed to. 


(6.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £2,755, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of the Queen’s 
and Lord Treasurer's Remembrancer in Exche- 
quer, Scotland, of certain Officers in Scotland, 
and other Charges formerly on the Hereditary 
Revenue.” 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I observe in this Vote a charge of £500 
for the Lyon King-at-Arms, and also 
a charge of £75 for three heralds at 
£25 each, and three pursuivants at 
£16 13s. 4d. each. Now, I have asked 
many times in this House what is the 
use of these heralds, pursuivants, and 
Kings-at-Arms ; but I have never had a 
reasonable reply. I understand the 
duties of the Lyon King-at-Arms is to 
provide pedigrees and arms for those 
who have neither pedigrees nor arms. I 
am told by an hon. Member from Scot- 
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land that he pursues a species of touting 
system: An hon. Friend of mine re- 
ceived a letter from the Lyon King-at- 
Arms, not long ago, offering to provide 
him with a pedigree at a reasonable 
price if he was ready to pay forit. Of 
course, my hon. Friend being a sensible 
man, entirely declined to have that pedi- 
gree forced upon him. Then there was 
another case of a gentleman from Scot- 
land having a shield before his name in 
Dodd’s Parliamentary Guide, on which a 
wild animal was exhibited ; immediately 
he got a letter from the Lyon King-at- 
Arms, asking him what he meant by 
exhibiting this animal on the shield, 
and stating that he ought to pay a sum 
of money and have a genuine coat of 
arms. I may be told that this office 
pays for itself. That makes the case 
even worse. There are certain things 
which are immoral and ought not to be 
done. This is one of them, and we 
ought not to provide a salary for a Lyon 
King-at-Arms and persons connected 
with him, in order that he should foist 
off upon poor, simple-minded, ignorant 
Scotsmen pedigrees and arms for a small 
fee. I regard the whole thing as utterly 
immoral; and I object to the State 
having anything to do with these tom- 
fooleries. By all means, let us do away 
with these heralds and pursuivants and 
this Lyon King-at-Arms. I shall divide 
the House against this Vote. I may not, 
perhaps, get a majority—I never do; 
but I shall give hon. Members an op- 
portunity of protesting against this 
ridiculous office. If we do not continue 
to protest against the Lyon King-at- 
Arms we shall, perhaps, be called upon 
hereafter to pay £500 a-year for a Uni- 
corn King-at-Arms. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £2,125, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of ment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of the Queen’s 
and Lord Treasurer's Remembrancer in Exche- 
quer, Scotland, of certain Officers in Scotland, 
and other Charges formerly on the Hereditary 
Revenue.” —(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman inform me 
what was the amount of fees received in 
the office during the year 1885 ? 

Sm HERBERT MAXWELL (A 
Lorp of the Treasury) (Wigton): The 
amount of fees received last year was 


{Szrrempan 13; 1886} 





Service Estimates, 222 


£500, and the same amount is calcu- 
lated as the receipts this year. The fines 
and forfeitures in the Justiciary and 
Sheriff Courts which come to the office of 
Lyon King-at-Arms amount to £4,500, 
making in all £5,000, against a charge 
for the Lyon Office of £6,425. The cost 
of the Lyon Office is not, as was stated 
by the hon. Member for Northampton 
(Mr. Labouchere), £500, but a little 
over £160. 

Str GEORGE CAMPBELL : (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): I agree with the hon. 
Member for Northampton that the 
office of Lyon King-at-Arms is a very 
ridiculous one, and I shall vote with 
him for the reduction of the Vote. I 
shall ask the support of the hon. Mem- 
ber in opposition to some other items 
in the Vote to which I object—namely, 
those for the Law Agent and Clerk to 
the Bible Board, £180 ; Queen’s Plate, 
£198, run for at the Caledonian Hunt. 

Sir HERBERT MAXWELL: With 
regard to the Bible Board, the position 
is one which can be defended on the 
score of its cheapness, the annual cost 
being only £180. At the same time, its 
duties are not unimportant, inasmuch as 
it guarantees the text of every Bible in 
Scotland. The members of the Board 
perform their work gratuitously, and 
the £180 to which the hon. Gentleman 
takes exception is really paid to the 
Lord Advocate and Solicitor General. 
The offices of Majesty’s Limner and 
Historiographer are the sole remnants 
of the ancient Monarchy of Scotland, 
and as they cost so very little I think 
they must be considered a very cheap 
memorial. With regard to the money 
voted for the Queen’s Plates, I would 
ask the hon. Member for Kirkealdy to 
compare the very modest amount for the 
Queen’s Plates in Scotland with the sums 
voted for them in England and Ireland. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: I have 
always held that two blacks do not make 
a white; and I object to the Queen’s 
Plates in England as well as in Scotland. 
With regard to the Bible Board, I 
should have thought that the correctness 
of the text of the Bible might very well 
have been left to the printer. I am 
under the impression that not long ago 
an august body found that the text of 
the Bible was very impure and in- 
correct. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I ask leave to 
withdraw my Amendment, in order to in- 
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elude, in another Amendment which I 
will then move, the items to which my 
hon. Friend objects. The amount of 
the reduction I shall propose would be 
£1,200, and my Amendment would then 
include the items for the Bible Board, 
the Queen’s Limner and Historiographer, 
and the Queen’s Plates. It is very 
gratifying to find this feeling of eco- 
nomy amongst Scotch Members. I have 
generally found, in moving such a re- 
duction, that Scotchmen have been in- 
clined to think that all is grist that 
comes to the Scotch mill. 1 have, in 
this House, opposed Scotch Votes, and 
I have found even economical Scotchmen 
indignantly protesting against anything 
which the Saxon gave being cut off. 
They have generally acted on the prin- 
ciple of taking all they can get. I in- 
clude the Historiographer and the Lim- 
ner all the more readily for the expla- 
nation which the hon. Gentleman (Sir 
Herbert Maxwell) has given. The hon. 
Gentleman says that these are remnants 
of the Scotch Monarchy. The Scottish 
Monarchy has disappeared entirely. 
From his statement one would imagine 
that the hon. Gentleman was a Sepa- 
ratist. I do not see why we should pay 
salaries to two gentlemen of £184 and 
£97 respectively, merely to perpetuate 
the recollection of the existence of the 
Scotch Monarchy. The Scotch Mo- 
narchy is entirely merged into the Eng- 
lish Monarchy. [Sir Gzorcz CamPsEtt: 
No, no!] I see that I am now treading 
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on dangerous ground, and I will, there- | 


fore, not continue my observations on 
this point; but simply ask leave to 
withdraw my Motion for the purpose of 
moving to reduce the Vote by £1,289. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That.a sum, not exceeding £1,466, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of the Queen’s 
and Lord Treasurer’s Remembrancer in Exche- 
quer, Scotland, of certain Offices in Scotland, 
and other Charges formerly on the Hereditary 
Revenue.’’—( Mr, Labouchere.) 


Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): If there 
be not a single Bible Board connected 
with England and Ireland, I do not 
see why we should pay for a Bible 
Board for Scotland, except on the 


Mr. Labouchere 





ground that the Scotch people are much 
more religious than the people of the 
other two countries. With regard to 
the offices of Queen’s Limner and 
Historiographer, I understand that these 
are remnants of a past Monarchy, and 
on that ground I think they ought to be 
abolished. Finally, as to the Queen’s 
Plates, if there ought to be Queen’s 
Plates, by all means let them be Queen’s 
Plates in reality, but do not pay for them 
out of the taxpayers’ money. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
shall support the Motion of the hon. 
Member for Northampton (Mr. Labou- 
chere). I do not support the hon. 
Member’s Motion from any desire to 
cut down Scotch Votes, because I do 
not think that the people of Scotland 
get their fair share as it is; but Iam 
perfectly prepared to vote for a similar 
reduction in the case of Ireland, and 
when we reach the point I shall pro- 
pose to reduce the Estimate by the item 
of the charge for the Ulster King-at- 
Arms. I think, however, it would be 
more satisfactory if the hon. Member 
would exclude from his Motion the 
charge for the Bible Board. For my 
part, I am certainly in favour of re- 
taining that particular portion of the 
Vote, because I do not think that a 
provision of this kind, tending, as many 
consider, to the well-being of religion, 
ought to be excluded. I am, therefore, 
willing to vote with the hon. Member for 
Northampton, provided the charge for 
the Bible Board is excluded from the 
proposed reduction. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I am unable 
to make that alteration. I must point 
out to the hon. Member that this Vote 
for the Bible Board has nothing to do 
with religion. ‘The printers’ reader 
takes a Bible of any particular edition, 
and sees that the words are the same as 
in the orthodox edition. The same sort 
of thing goes on in every printing office. 
The Law Agent is simply an idle gen- 
tleman who takes the salary, and em- 
ploys a reader to do the work. 

Mr. HUNTER: I should like the 
Government to tell us who is the Histo- 
riographer, and who is the Limner. 

Mr. ANDERSON (Elgin and Nairn): 
Can the hon. Baronet tell us what is 
the arrangement with regard to the Law 
Agent and the Bible Board ? 

Str HERBERT MAXWELL: The 
original arrangement was that this Vote 
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should be omitted from the Estimates 
for ee I oe ren tyre an repay 
ment @ question is at present pend- 
ing ; and it is to be considered slethen 
the duties shall continue to be retained 
by the Office, or be transferred to the 
Office of the Secretary for Scotland. 
Mr. J. W. BARCLAY (Forfarshire) : 
I should certainly think that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, with a printer’s reader, 
could do this work without the assist- 
ance of a lawyer. I understand that 
the effect of this arrangement is simply 
to create a monopoly in the book mar- 
ket. I suggest that the Secretary for 
Scotland might, with advantage, devote 
some of his attention to these matters, 
which take up a great deal of time year 
after year, and which, I think, could be 
very easily put on a satisfactory footing. 
Mr. O'HEA (Donegal, W.): I shall 
support the Motion of the hon. Member 
for Northampton (Mr. Labouchere) ; 
and I shall do so on the ground that I 
think a case has been abundantly made 
out on behalf of the taxpayers gene- 
rally. These items ought not to be al- 
lowed, on the ground of economy, to 
remain on the Estimates, unless they 
are, at any rate, very considerably re- 
duced. The remarks of the hon. Gen- 
tleman have been perfectly satisfactory 
to me, and I think they ought also to be 
so to the Committee. I altogether ob- 
ject to the extravagance of the sums 
proposed to be voted for this obsolete 
system. I understand that the function 
of the Bible Board has been to preserve 
the Bible in its condition of orthodoxy. 
Years ago there was a considerable 
outery, and that outery had the effect of 
extinguishing altogether in Ireland the 
circulation of Bibles purporting to be 
Douay Bibles, but in reality Bibles pub- 
lished by a proselytizing Protestant So- 
ciety in England. The Catholic Episco- 
pacy are quite able to attend to their 
own interests in this matter; and I think 
that the Scotch Presbyterians, in like 
manner, should themselves look after 
what they conceive to be the purity of 
their Bibles, and protect their own inte- 
rests. An item which seems to me to 
be an unnecessary extravagance is that 
for the Queen’s Limner and the Queen’s 
Historiographer. If anybody wishes to 
make himself acquainted with the his- 
tory of Scotland, he will find no diffi- 
culty in tracing that history down to the 
present time from the very earliest 
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period of an’ —from the era 
of fuble~ tr erin to the public libra- 
ries and consulting their comprehensive 
histories. I, therefore, fail to see why 
we want this item for a Royal Historio- 
grapher. [ries of ‘‘Divide!”’] Even 
the cacoéthes loguendi of hon. Members 
opposite will not prevent me from 
making such observations as I deem 
expedient. As to the item for Her 
Majesty’s Limner, it is to be supposed, 
and to be hoped, that Scotland possesses 
picture galleries in addition to libraries 
and museums—that it possesses por- 
traits of celebrities who figured in the 
Monarchical times of Scotch history; and 
now that photography has been brought 
to such perfection, if anyone wants to 
have a copy of any of these pictures, he 
can get a photograph of it for ls. I 
think, therefore, that this item for Her 
Majesty’s Limner might be very well 
dispensed with. I make these obser- 
vations purely on the ground of eco- 
nomy, as I think this portion of the 
Estimates should be very considerably 
reduced. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): I did 
not intend to take part in this discus- 
sion, though, indeed, I have felt for a 
long time that the Scotch people had 
been making fools of themselves with 
regard to this Limner and Historio- 
grapher. Next to this form of humbug, 
I think they are very much making fools 
of themselves about the Bible. . 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber will please address himself to the 
Vote, which is a financial question. 

Mr. HARRIS: I notice that in the 
debate on the Crofters Bill—{ ‘‘ Order !””} 
—the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the present Lord Advocate recommended 
that the only concession which should be 
made to the crofters should be to allow 
them to go to Manitoba, Kamschatka, 
or other places where they would be al- 
lowed to take their Bibles with them. 
Well, however valuable the Bible may 
be to the Scotch crofters—— 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I must request 
the hon. Gentleman to attend to my ad- 
vice, and to address himself to the Vote. 

Mr. HARRIS: Well, Sir, allow me 
to say that I support the hon. Member 
who has brought forward this proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HUNTER: We, as yet, have no 
information as to who this Limner and 
Historiographer are. 

I 
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Sm HERBERT MAXWELL: The 
Historiographer is Dr. Skene, a very 
well known gentleman in Scotland, and 
the Limner is Sir Noel Paton. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: Does 
the Limner supply any pictures for the 
money ? 

Mr. JORDAN: Is there a similar 
Vote for Ireland or England ? 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 59; 
Noes 141: Majority 82.—(Div. List, 
No. 25.) 

Original Question put, and agreed fo. 

(7.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £12,780, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scot- 
land and for Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays.” 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY (Forfarshire) : 
When the Vote on Account on the last 
occasion was before the House, I took 
the opportunity of calling attention to 
the constitution of the Scotch Fishery 
Board, and to some of its proceedings. 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
(Mr. J. B, Balfour) who then spoke 
for the Secretary for Scotland told us 
that everyone in Scotland was satisfied 
with it. But ifthe Secretary for Scot- 
land had the advantage of represent- 
ing a Scotch constituency he would 
find that that is not the case. All 
round the Coast of Scotland there are 
general complaints as to the constitution 
of the Board and its working. The 

eople think it is practically worthless. 
There is no one practically acquainted 
with sea fishing on this Board. I have 
nothing whatever to say against the 
scientific portion of the Board. I have 
read, with great interest, their last Re- 
port, and I think the scientific side of 
the Board is well represented, and that 
it has done as much as could be expected 
in the direction of scientific investigation. 
But the fishermen complain, and I think 
with a great deal of justice, that there 
is no one on the Board practically ac- 
quainted with fisheries who can be of 
assistance to them on fishing questions, 
procure for them the information they 
ought to possess, and guard theirinterests 
inevery way. Wehadavery good example 
of the acting Board, on a recent occa- 
sion, in an attempt to carry out the law 
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with respect to restrictions on trawling. 
In that effort the Board defined certain 
areas, in accordance with the powers 
contained in a recent Act, one of these 
areas being on the Ooast of Fife, and 
the other along the Aberdeenshire Coast. 
There was not much complaint about the 
Firth of Forth; but the fishermen in 
Forfarshire and Aberdeenshire com- 
plained very strongly that the areas 
there laid off were altogether inade- 
quate in extent to answer properly the 
questions which the Board proposed to 
decide as to the habits of the fish and 
the effect of trawling on the food supply 
of the country. A deputation of fisher. 
men came up to London, at great ex- 
pense, both of time and money—a con- 
siderable number of them—and they 
stated their case to Lord Dalhousie, 
then Secretary for Scotland. As might 
have been anticipated, however, Lord 
Dalhousie did not feel himself justi- 
fied in overruling the judgment of the 
Fishery Board. But I think that those 
present on that occasion, who were dis- 
interested and took an impartial view of 
the case, were satisfied that the fisher- 
men had made out their case, and that 
they had been put to the trouble and 
expense of coming to London unneces- 
sarily. They saw, in fact, that though 
the fishermen had a good case, the result 
of their interview was a foregone con- 
clusion. That is one illustration of 
the disadvantage the fishermen expe- 
rience through having no fishermen on 
the Board, who would be able to keep 
the Board right on matters such as the 
area which should be allowed to test 
the effect of trawling, and would be able 
to satisfy the men that their interests 
were duly protected. Another important 
question with which the Board deals, I 
am sorry to say, in an unsatisfactory 
manner is that of fishing harbours. I 
think that a large proportion, if not the 
whole, of the money which has been 
spent by the Board on harbours has 
been practically thrown away. The last 
——_ was the making of a harbour 
at Ness Point in Skye, and that harbour 
has now silted up with sand, a contin- 
gency which, I am informed, was fore- 
seen by the fishermen and foretold to 
the engineer of the Board. I do not 
wish to say a word against the engi- 
neers to the Board, who are gentlemen 
of high reputation. We know that 
all Government officials, when their 
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doings are discussed in this House, 
are said to have a high utation, 
and to be thoroughl qualified for the 
rmance of their duties; but I think 

it would be much better for the Board 
to have an engineer exclusively at their 
own service, and not to have to take 
rofessional advice such as that of the 
essrs. Stevenson. It has been strongly 
represented to me by those able to judge 
of this matter that it would be much 
more to the advantage of the Fishery 
Board if they employed their own engi- 
neers. Then I think the Board are in the 
habit of spending far too large sums of 
money on one harbour. The small 
amount of the grant was not intended to 
be accumulated in order that it should be 
spent in one large sum on one harbour, 
but to give assistance in comparatively 
small sums to many small fishing vil- 
lages round the Coasts. I have myself 
brought under the notice of the Fishery 
Board a fishing port on the Forfarshire 
coast, where, I think, a very small ex- 
penditure may be made with great 
advantage to the fishermen and to the 
development of the fishing, and it was a 
case where arrangements might be made 
whereby the local proprietor would co- 
operate with the Fishery Board in order 
to produce the desired improvements. 
I think it would be very desirable if we 
could have a Return placed before us of 
how the money has tn expended for 
some years past. [Sir Gzorcz Bat- 
Four (Kincardine): We had that.] 
These are all points to which I wish the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
Scotland would direct his attention, I 
would request him to bestow his atten- 
tion particularly upon the constitution 
of the Board. Since I called attention 
to this subject in, I think, June last, 
one of the Members of the Board has 
resigned. I believe the Members are 
appointed for five years, and that the 
period of retirement of the other Mem- 
bers has not yet arrived ; so that it will, 
of course, be impossible for the Secre- 
tary of State to exercise any active in- 
terference with the other appointments 
until the expiration of the term of Office. 
But I desire the right hon. Gentleman to 
express an opinion in favour of appoint- 
ing to the present vacancy some practical 
fisherman—some person who is really 
acquainted with fishing, and who will 
keep the Board right on these matters. 
Several Members on the Board are, no 
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doubt, very well acquainted with salmon 
fishing ; but I do not think it can be 
said any single Member has any 
practical acquaintance with sea fishing. 
I trust the right hon. Gentleman will be 
prepared to use his utmost endeavours 
to increase the efficiency of this Board 
in the filling up of the existing vacancy 
by a practical ian I can assure 
him that there are many fishermen all 
round the Coast who have taken a very 
great interest in the subject, and that 
the universal opinion at the present 
time among them is that for their pur- 
oses the existence of the Fishery 
ard, as at present constituted, is 
practically useless. 

Mr. MARJORIBANKS (Berwick- 
shire): My hon. Friend who has just 
sat down (Mr. Barclay) has referred to 
three special points with regard to the 
action of the Scotch Fishery Board. 
The first of these three is with 
to the constitution of the Board. I 
think the hon. Member is rather unfair 
on the Board, for he gave us to under- 
stand that, as at present constituted, it 
is thoroughly worthless. Ido not agree 
with the hon. Member in that case. As 
reconstructed, the Board has proved 
itself an exceedingly useful body; and 
its Reports, issued during the last four 
years, are exceedingly valuable. The 
work the Board has done in the collec- 
tion of useful information in regard to 
sea fishing, and as to the way in which 
it may be better conducted, and as to 
the amount of fish caught at different 
places, is very valuable, and will be the 
foundation for much that will be ve 
useful in the future. Then, again, 
think the hon. Gentleman should re- 
member that this Board, which carries 
on its work so well, is an unpaid Board. 
The Chairman is paid, and the Secretary 
receives a salary, and I believe that a 
scientific gentleman—Professor Cottar 
Ewart—also gets some remuneration ; 
but as for the others they give their 
valuable work and services for nothing. 
Moreover, I think they are much bet-er 

ualified to deal with the subject than 
the hon. Gentleman seems inclined to 
admit. As to the desirability of intro- 
ducing some practical fishermen on the 
Board I entirely sympathize with the 
hon. Gentleman, so far as thinking that 
the Board is undoubtedly weak in this 
respect—that there is no one on it to 
give expression to the views of the 
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fishermen themselves. But I doubt 
very much whether it would be possible 
to appoint a practical fisherman on the 
Board. I want to know, if you did 
appoint such a man, how he could give 
up his time and his occupation of fish- 
ing and go to live in Edinburgh, in order 
to attend to the business of the Board ? 
I do not think that any fisherman of my 
hon. Friend’s constituency would like 
to be constantly attending the Board. 
Still, Ido think the Board might very 
well be strengthened by the addition to 
its Members of some gentleman who is 
thoroughly acquainted with all the views 
of the Scotch fishermen, and I recom- 
mend that consideration to my right hon. 
Friend the Secretary for Scotland (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour). Now, as to the question 
of trawling, let me, first of all, say, as a 
Member of the Trawling Commission, 
that our recommendation that power 
should be given to the Scotch Fishery 
Board to stop trawling in the territorial 
waters was something in the nature of 
a compromise between the opinions of 
the different Members of the Commis- 
sion. I think the far better plan would 
have been to have altogether prohibited 
trawling in all territorial waters. That 
might have been done without injury 
to the trawling industry, and it would 
have been found of the greatest use and 
service to that very class of fishermen 
who are least able to go far to sea, and 
who carry on their arduous profession 
under most difficult conditions—I mean 
especially the very young and the very 
Gt Sebecmen, men who, perhaps, are 
possessed of only a small boat, who can- 
not get far out to sea, but who manage 
to eke out a living by fishing close to 
shore. These are the men with whom 
the steam trawlers, particularly those on 
the Coasts of Scotland, most interfere. 
But another thing to be considered is 
this—that the amount of fish caught by 
trawlers within the territorial limits of 
any coast is infinitesimal. Trawlers, as 
a rule, are well-found vessels, well able 
to go to sea, and well able to carry on 
their work. I need hardly say that a 
vessel which drags a heavy trawl behind 
her should be a strong vessel, and a vessel 
that will stand a considerable amount of 
knocking about at sea. Then, it seems 
to me that the conduct of the Fishery 





Board itself, in respect to our recom- 
mendation, was probably also the result 
of acompromise. They have done some- 
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be done when we included the recom- 
mendation I have mentioned in our Re- 
port. The Board have taken it as if the 
recommendation was purely for the pur- 
pose of an qo but everyone 
who reads the Report will see that that 
is not so, but that it was recommended 
the Board should be given full and 
complete power to prohibit trawling 
within the three-mile limit all round 
Scotland. I think it is exceedingly un- 
fortunate that when this reeommenda- 
tion was adopted in the Act of 1885 the 
Fishery Board did not extend the area 
of prohibited water; at any rate, they 
might have extended it to the Moray 
Firth. It must be remembered that 
on the Coast of Scotland the places 
within the three-mile limit where traw- 
lers can come are few; it is essentially 
a rocky coast, and, excepting in a very 
few places, it is rade tre to carry on 
trawling at all. My hon. Friend the 
Member for Forfarshire proceeded to 
deal with the harbour question, and to 
find considerable fault with the Scotch 
Fishery Board with regard to its action 
in connection with the harbour grant. 
Well, now, it is hardly fair to blame the 
Seo Board; and in regard to the old 

ard I must say that, in my opinion, 
its administration of this fund ever since 
it was granted in 1829 has proved most 
unsatisfactory. As a matter of fact, the 
Scotch Fishery Board between 1829 and 
1882 dealt with no less than 28 harbours 
on the Coast of Scotland. Since then, 
of course, some others have been dealt 
with. If my memory serves me, the 
amount of public money spent on the 
28 harbours between 1829 and 1882 was 
£149,000, and the money raised in the 
localities during the same time amounted 
to something like £71,000; in all, some- 
thing like £250,000 sterling was spent 
on those harbours. Of that £250,000 
sterling, £140,000 was spent on two har- 
bours alone—namely, £60,000 on Dun- 
bar Harbour, and £80,000 on Anstruther 
Harbour. Now, what is the result of 
this expenditure of money? Why, that 
of all these harbours on the Coast of 
Scotland, there is not a single one which 
an ordinary big fishing boat can enter 
at all states of the tide; indeed, there 
is hardly a single one which is not 
absolutely dry at low water. That is not 
at all a satisfactory state of things. The 
first requirement of a fishing harbour is 
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that it can be entered by fishing boats 
at all states of the tide. The very least 
water that there should be at low water 
is 10 feet. Now, I quite admit that 
there is a grievance with regard to the 
engineers. The Fishery Board refuse 
to consider, or to help, any harbour, the 
plan of which is not drawn by their own 
engineer. The result of this is that 
every authority who is going to make a 
harbour instantly applies to this one en- 
gineer, or one firm of engineers, for the 
plans, in the expectation that in some 
way or other they may get helped by 
the Fishery Board. In that way the 
whole of the harbour business of the 
Coast of Scotland is practically thrown 
into the hands of one firm of engineers, 
who assist the Board in arriving at the 
conclusion which harbour they ought to 
make, and how the harbours are to be 
inspected whilst they are being made. 
That, I think, is an unsatisfactory state 
of things. My own idea is that it would 
be far better if the engineer employed 
by the Fishery Board to help them to 
arrive at a decision with regard to any 
particular harbour were specially ap- 
pointed, and had nothing to say to them 
with regard to the plans of the harbours 
which are tobemade. ‘The preparation 
of the plans should be open to all en- 
gineers, and any harbour engineer’s 
plans should be equally considered by 
the Board. Then, my hon. Friend (Mr. 
J. W. Barclay) alluded to the surplus 
from the herring brand fees. The Com- 
mittee on the Herring Brand was, I 
believe, the first Committee of this 
House I had the honour of sitting on; 
and the recommendation we made was 
that any surplus from the fees should be 
handed over to the Scotch Fishery Board 
to use in any such a way as it might 
think fit, either for promoting harbours, 
for improving telegraphic communica- 
tion, or for other purposes. That hasbeen 
done since. If my hon. Friend refers 
to the Estimate, he will see that this 
surplus has been paid over to the Board, 
and that the way in which it has been 
expended is also accounted for. 

rn. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): I am 
anxious to press on the attention of the 
Government one point only, and that is 
the constitution of the Fishery Board. 
The fishermen on the Coast of Scotland 
feel it to be a very great grievance that 
there are no fishermen upon this Board. 
It is a Board which is constituted of 
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three persons, who hold their offices 
under an Act of Parliament—these are 
three Sheriffs—and of six persons who 
were appointed in 1882, whose term of 
office expires in 1887. It is, therefore, 
important that the Government should 
take the question of the reconstitution 
of the Board into consideration without 
delay. Now, Sir, the Chairman of the 
Board is the only Member who is paid, 
and he is paid a salary of £800 a-year. 
Sir Thomas Boyd is a member of a well- 
known firm of printers in Edinburgh. 
He belongs to the Edinburgh clique, 
which has always managed to fall into 
the patronage of the Liberal Govern- 
ment; and he possessed the two indis- 
pensable qualifications of office under 
the Liberal Government. First of all, 
he knew absolutely nothing of the sub- 
ject with which he had to deal; and, 
secondly, he had conspicuously failed to 
render any service to the Party which 
was so anxious to render him service in 
return. When they gave £800 a-year as 
salary toa gentleman who knew nothing 
whatever about fishing, it was reasonable 
to suppose thatthe Government would try 
to make up for the deficiency by appoint- 
ing some gentlemen as Members of the 
Fishery Board who knew something 
about fishing. But they appointed two 
or three landed yp onaree one or two 
of whom are well acquainted with sal- 
mon fishing. I do not object to there 
being gentlemen upon the Board who 
are acquainted with salmon fishing; but 
I think it is most important that the 
sea-fishing industry should be repre- 
sented on the Board. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick- 
shire (Mr. Marjoribanks) has said that 
fishermen are not rich men, and cannot 
afford to give their time to the duty of 
the Board; but that is a problem which 
could be very easily solved. All that is 
necessary is to take £200 off the salary 
of the Chairman, and expend it in pay- 
ing the expenses of the fishermen who 
may be ee to the Board. The 
salary of the Chairman is fixed on the 
amplest scale. I find that it amounts 
to £37 for every Board meeting. There 
are very few Chairmen or Directors of 
Companies who are so well paid for 
the services they render to their Com- 
panies. With the preparation of the 
statistics and the conduct of scientific 
investigations the Chairman has nothing 
to do; there is an abundant staff to 
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attend to these things; and, therefore, 
I beg to move that the Chairman’s 
salary be reduced by £200, in order to 
provide the means of paying the ex- 
penses of fishermen who may be ap- 
pointed Members of the Board. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum not exceeding £12,480, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scotland 
and for Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays.”— 
(Mr. Hunter.) 


Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.): I 
desire to say a few words on the sub- 
ject raised by the hon. Gentleman the 
Momber for Forfarshire (Mr. J. W. 
Barclay). I think that, in the first 
a I ought to congratulate my Scotch 

riends upon the very creditable con- 
dition of the Scotch fisheries; the credit- 
able condition compared with that of 
the Irish fisheries. In respect to the 
question dwelt upon at length by the 
hon. Member for Forfarshire, I find 
from the Report of the Scotch Fishery 
Board for 1885, page 333, that 653,425 
barrels of herrings were branded in 
that year—an increase over the previous 
year of 182,429 barrels. The Board 
deemed it of importance to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the demand for 
branded herrings continues to increase. 
In 1859, the = in which 3s. 4d. per 
barrel was charged for branding, the 
number of barrels branded was 156,676; 
in 1869, or 10 years later, the number 
had increased to 244,000; in 1879 it 
was 342,000; and last year the number 
had increased to 653,425 barrels. There 
has thus been a continual and gradual 
increase, which proves very conclu- 
sively the value of the system of brand- 
ing. The Board, in their —s also 

ointed out that the great bulk of the 
Teonted herrings are sent to the Con- 
tinent of Europe. They consider that 
the figures I have quoted afford most 
gratifying proof of the high and grow- 
ing estimation in which the brand is 
held. The Commission which sat in 
1846, and upon whose recommendation 
the system of branding was adopted, 
estimated that the fees ought to realize 
£3,500 a-year; but from the Report we 
have now in our hands we find not 
that that sum ought to be realized, but 
that the large and respectable amount 
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of £11,488 has been received. Evi- 
dently, the increase in the amount of 
fees must be proportionate to the in- 
creased value that is attached to the 
branding. It is quite clear that the 
purchaser does regard the brand as some 
guarantee of the genuineness or sound- 
ness of the fish. The Report goes on 
to say— 

“Tt may be here mentioned that the Board 

continues to do everything in its power to main- 
tain the high character which the brand de- 
serves.” 
Why are we not given the brand in 
Ireland? If it be good for Scotland 
it ought to be good for Ireland. If the 
ee is so advantageous, as I think I 
have proved it is, by all means let our 
Fishery Board, if Fishery Board we can 
call it, adopt the brand, and benefit the 
Irish fisheries in like way. It may be 
said—I believe it has been said on pre- 
vious occasions—that the Irish fisher- 
men do not demand the brand. But I, 
as the Representative of a constituency 
which is bounded very largely by the 
Coast, ask, on behalf of the fishermen of 
Ireland, to have the brand applied to 
Ireland, and I believe I shall be joined 
in that request by a great number of my 
Friends around me. I maintain that a 
Government which professes to deal 
equally with England, Ireland, and Scot- 
land, must grant to Ireland that which 
I have proved to be so beneficial to 
Scotland. I congratulate my Scotch 
Friends on the success which one of their 
industries has attained, and I hope they 
will persevere in their endeavours to 
secure still further and greater advan- 
tages and the removal of any defects 
that may exist. My sympathies are en- 
tirely with the Scotch and Welsh as well 
as the Irish fishermen. I shall, there- 
fore, vote for the Amendment of my hon. 
Friend (Mr. Hunter) merely as a protest 
against the fact that the benefit which 
is conceded to Scotland is not granted 
to Ireland. 

Mr. ANDERSON (Elgin and Nairn): 
As the Representative of a constituency 
that has a very large fishing population, 
I desire to say a few words to the Com- 
mittee on this subject. Having discussed 
the matter with fishermen, and ascer- 
tained their opinion in regard to the 
Fishery Board, I must agree entirely 
with the views expressed by the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Forfarshire 
(Mr. J. W. Barclay). The fishing popu- 
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lation of Scotland look upon the Fishery 
Board, I regret to say, as having been, 
so far, a failure. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Berwickshire 
(Mr. Marjoribanks) seems to think that 
the Board has been a success. I under- 
stood him to get up in order to differ 
from my hon. Friend the Member for 
Forfarshire ; but he had not proceeded 
very far in his remarks when he came 
to the very important question—the very 
burning question—of trawling. The 
right hon. Gentleman threw over the 
Fishery Board, for he thought their 
conduct with regard to trawling had 
been entirely wrong. Now, that is a 
rather curious way of proving that the 
action of the Fishery Board has been 
successful in promoting the fishing in- 
dustry. This question of trawling is a 
most important one. As the right hon. 
Gentleman has said, it affects, very 
materially, the Moray Firth. The con- 
stituency I represent is by the side of 
the Moray Firth, and the fishermen there 
have over and over again protested that 
they ought to be protected from the de- 
predations of trawlers. I have no doubt 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Se- 
cretary for Bootland (Mr. A.J. Balfour) 
is aware of the evidence that was given 
before the Trawling Commission on this 
subject. With regard to the Moray 
Firth, the present officials of the Fishery 
Board came forward, and said they con- 
sidered that trawling there did unques- 
tionable harm to inshore fishing. In 
the face of that, and in the face of the 
other fact, that a great amount of injury 
is undoubtedly done in the Moray Firth 
to the line and drift-net fishermen, I ask 
this question—I asked it the other day, 
and the right hon. Gentleman was kind 
enough to get me the answer of the 
Fishery Board; but I am going to ask 
him to tell me to-night why, when it has 
been proved by evidence, given without 
contradiction, that considerable injury is 
done to fishing by the system of trawl- 
ing, when it is admitted that there is a 
very large population on the Moray 
Firth of old men, many of whom have 
not the physical strength to go out for 
deep-sea fishing, the Moray Firth is not 
included in the area within which traw- 
lers are not allowed to come? Iam sure 
hon. Members of the Committee will 
agree with me that this is a very serious 
matter for Scotland. It is very hard for 
these men, when they have been going 
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to church on a Sunday, and have been 
keeping the Sabbath in the way it is the 
custom to keep that day in Scotland, to 
see, as I have seen, one of these steam 
trawlers come up within 200 or 300 
yards of the shore of the Moray Firth, 
doing great injury to the fishery, and, 
at the same time, wounding their sus- 
ceptibilities by fishing on a day which 
they think ought to be kept sacred. 
It is but natural that, under such cir- 
cumstances, a feeling of indignation 
at the present state of things should 
be engendered in the minds of the fisher- 
men of Scotland. With these facts 
before him, I sincerely trust the right 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. A. J. Balfour) 
will tell us to-night that he will recon- 
sider the question of the inclusion of the 
Moray Firth in the area within which 
trawlers are not allowed. As the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Ber- 
wickshire said, there is ample room for 
trawlers elsewhere. They only go on 
certain occasions to inshore waters; and 
I do appeal to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary for Scotland (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour) in face of the evidence 
generally, and of that of one Member 
of the Trawling Commission, most valu- 
able evidence indeed—namely, that he 
was in favour of prohibiting inshore 
trawling altogether, to let us have some 
action in the matter if the Fishery Board 
or the Government is to be of any prac- 
tical use at all. Trawling, as the right 
hon. Gentleman must be aware, is pro- 
hibited within three-mile limits on the 
Coast of France and Germany for the 
express reasons which have been urged 
to-night in favour of the prohibition on 
the Coast of Scotland. Do not let us 
hesitate in the matter any longer, and 
do what the Fishery Board is now doing 
—as far as I know with the sanction of 
the right hon. Gentleman—namely, start- 
ing on a career of fresh experiments. The 
Board say they do not propose to include 
the Moray Firth, because they are 

oing to have some experiments in the 
Firth of Forth. I see that on the Board 
there is a Professor. I do not wish to 
say ae gy | against this Professor ; 
personally, believe he is a very 
eminent man; but a Professor is a 
most dangerous person to have on 
any Board. This Professor seems to 
lead the Fishery Board completely by 
the nose, because they allow him to 
conduct whatever scientific investiga- 
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tions he likes. There is, I see, to bea 
scientific investigation into the specific 
vity of the water of the Moray Firth. 
hat on earth, I should like to know, 
is the value of that? He is not satisfied 
with that; but there are elaborate plans 
roduced in this Report of which the 
on. Member for Forfarshire (Mr. J. W. 
Barclay) speaks so highly. I hardly 
think the hon. Gentleman has examined 
it very carefully. There is to be a 
scientific investigation as to whether 
certain kinds of fish have red or white 
muscles; and there is in the Report a 
long disquisition as to the comparison 
between the muscular development of 
fish and poultry. The Professor goes 
on to investigate whether whiting can 
have fatty degeneration of the heart. 
Well, I am bound to say that these in- 
vestigations may be very interesting ; 
but it seems to me they spring from 
the inventive brain of this Professor. I 
imagine, too, that the idea of making 
an experiment in the Firth of Forth 
was also conceived in the brain of the 
Professor; and after you have experi- 
mented—after you have taken samples 
of water from parts of the Moray Firth, 
and analyzed it, and reported upon it; 
after you have made your investigations 
as to the muscular development of the 
unfortunate fish, you will be just where 
ou are now. ‘The Fishery Board has 
een a signal failure; it has been a 
signal failure for the very reason pointed 
out by the hon. Member for North Aber- 
deen (Mr. Hunter) and the hon. Member 
for Forfarshire (Mr. J. W. Barclay), 
and that is that you have not got on 
the Board any practical men. The 
Committee is probably aware that the 
Chairman of this Fishery Board is a 
bookseller in Edinburgh. Do let me ask 
the Committee what would be thought 
if, supposing it was thought necessary 
to appoint a Board for the purpose of 
protecting the bookselling industry, for 
some reason or other a fish curer was 
appointed Chairman of the Board—not 
at all a more absurd thing than you have 
done here. I do not agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Berwick- 
shire saying it would be difficult to get 
persons in the fishing trade to attend to 





the duties of the Board. I could get 
any number of men in the different 
branches of the trade who would be de- 
lighted to join the Board with the object 
of promoting the prosperity of their in- 
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dustry. What I wish to ask the Secre 
tary for Scotland is this—and here I 
must ask for a specific answer — will 
Her Majesty’s Government undertake to 
say that when this Board comes to an 
end next year there shall be placed upon 
it a practical man whose appointment 
will be looked upon by practical men 
with confidence? With the indulgence 
of the Committee I will refer to another 
point. I understand that by Act of Par- 
liament—and here I think the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite (Mr. A. J. Balfour) 
will agree with me—it is part of the 
duty of the Fishery Board to take cog- 
nizance of everything relating to the 
Coast and Deep Sea Fisheries, and take 
such measures for improvement as, in 
their judgment, seems right. I think 
the Committee will see that one of the 
most important matters that the Fishery 
Board can consider is the question of 
bait. We all know that the success of 
line fishing depends on the supply of 
bait. There is an Act of Parliament 
which provides that the beds shall not 
be interfered with; and I know that 
they are interfered with. And, there- 
fore, I say that it is the province of the 
Fishery Board to take cognizance of this 
matter of mussel beds. I think the Com- 
mittee will be astonished when I tell 
them what occurred in the month of 
June last to some 20 fishermen from 
Lossiemouth, who were engaged below 
low water mark in the occupation of 
dredging for mussels to be used for 
the purposes of their industry. I think 
most hon. Members, as well as the 
Solicitor General, and, I hope, the right 
hon. and learned Lord Advocate also, 
will agree with me that it is very hard 
to prevent the right of dredging for mus- 
sels below low water mark. It is above 
low water mark that the alleged private 
rights with regard to musse! fishing 
exist—alleged rights which I think it 
will be proper to investigate and abolish, 
because I am of opinion that upon in- 
vestigation they will be found to have 
no valid foundation. I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for Scot- 
land when a Return will be furnished as 
to the alleged granting of private rights 
for fishing on the Coast of Scotland 

Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is travelling beyond the Question 
before the Committee. 

Mrz. ANDERSON : I shall, of course, 
conform to your ruling, Mr. Chairman. 
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now the conduct of the 
Fishery Board for not taking action 
with regard to the case which I have 
just mentioned to the Committee. I 
was saying that there were 20 fishermen 
dredging for mussels below low water 
mark; whilst they were dredging a 
person appeared in a boat from the 
shore, who said he was the agent or 
factor of someone who lived at a dis- 
tance. The fishermen took away the mus- 
sels, and they were followed and pro- 
secuted; they were brought before the 
Sheriff of Tain, and I think, although 
the Committee must be astonished that 
such a right was put forward, they must 
be still more astonished to find that a 
Court could be found to convict these 
men in heavy penalties. That took 

lace in the month of June last. Now, 

ir, I ask this question—where was the 
Fishery Board on that occasion? It 
seems to me that they should have been 
the first people to come forward and 
protect these men. I will go further, 
and say that, in my opinion, they were 
bound to do so. I have asked if any- 
thing can be done with regard to the re- 
mission of these penalties, and the right 
hon. and learned Eord Advocate says that 
at present nothing will be done, because 
the matter is under appeal. I sincerely 
hope that something will be done, and 
that this matter of the Fishery Board 
will be taken into the consideration of 
Her Majesty’s Government. I am 
afraid that I am wearying the Com- 
mittee with these details. [‘‘ No, no!”’] 
There is another important point to 
which I desire to allude, and that is in 
reference to the question of harbours 
on the Coast of Scotland. It was 
stated, and it is perfectly well known, 
that one of the main objects of the 
creation of the Fishery Board was that 
they should interfere for the paeaee 
of making these small fishing har- 
bours capable for boats to enter at all 
states of the tide. It was, as the right 
hon. Gentleman knows, manifest that, 
in consequence of the fishing harbours 
being closed at low tide, the men could 
not enter them, and that loss of life as 
well as loss of boats had occurred; and, 
moreover, tons and tons of fish had to be 
thrown overboard in consequence of the 
harbours being in this imperfect con- 
dition. Here we have loss of life, loss 


241 
I am criticizi 


of boate, and loss of fish, and one would 
think that something would have been 
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done by the Board to remedy this state 
of things. I think that someone is to 
blame for the fact that, although you 
have created this Fishery Board and 
laced in their hands large powers, 
iterally nothing has been done to im- 
prove these harbours, and to insure to a 
greater extent the safety of the fisher- 
men who use them. When we con- 
sider the magnitude of the industry, 
and the importance of the various in- 
terests connected with it, I think the 
Committee will agree with me in the 
hope that Her Majesty’s Government 
will take care that something is done in 
this matter. For these reasons, I ven- 
ture to say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Berwickshire was 
hardly accurate in saying that the 
Fishery Board was such a complete 
success, There are various other points 
about which the fishing population in 
Scotland have great cause of complaint, 
and which probably may be mentioned 
by other hon. Members in the course of 
this discussion ; but I think I have said 
enough to show that the action of the 
Fishery Board calls for the most serious 
consideration on the part of Her Ma- 
Jesty’s Government. 
r. A. SUTHERLAND (Suther- 
land): I have no desire to detain the 
Committee with any remarks upon sub- 
jects which hon. Members have already 
discussed ; but, being interested in the 
question of the Fishery Board, I should 
like to have from the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite (Mr. A. J. Balfour) some 
information with regard to the provi- 
sions of the Crofters’ Act of last Ses- 
sion. In that Act the Fishery Board 
is empowered to procure money from the 
Treasury, in order to assist fishermen to 
purchase boats and nets. I find, how- 
ever, no sum included in this Vote for 
the purpose I have mentioned. Possibly 
I may be wrong in supposing that this 
is the proper place for the money to 
appear. I understand, however, that 
the money voted now is the money 
which is to be available for the year; 
and, that being so, I shall be obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman for some in- 
formation on the point I have referred 
to. As to what has fallen from my hon. 
Friend (Mr. Anderson) in regard to 
the question of mussels for bait, I would 
a in any case, it - a matter _— 
e Fis. Board might very well un- 
dertake to look after; because it is within 
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my own knowledge that fishermen often 
have to pay more for the mussels than 
they receive for the fish they catch with 
them. 1 have not sufficient confidence 
in the Fishery Board to make me so 
congratulatory and sanguine as the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Ber- 
wickshire (Mr. Marjoribanks). I have 
seen, on several occasions the gun- 
boats and steamers employed for the 
protection of the fishermen actually 
retarding the work of fishing. I fancy 
the only way in which these vessels are 
sometimes employed is in preventing the 
boats from going to sea. I think that, 
at least, some money might be given 
for the purpose of enabling poor fisher- 
men, who have not got them, to pur- 
chase boats and nets. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will give us some 
definite information on this point. 

Tux SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
= A. J. Batrour) (Manchester, E.): 

efore replying to the observations made 
by hon. Members upon the general sub- 
ject I will deal with the point raised 
by the hon. Gentleman who has just 
spoken. The hon. Member for Suther- 
land has reminded the Committee that 
under the Crofters Act of last Ses- 
sion, and another Act passed last year, 
there is power to grant loans on cer- 
tain conditions to fishermen. But I 
must point out that before that portion 
of the Act comes into operation it is 
necessary that an Order in Council should 
be passed. I can assure the hon. Mem- 
ber that the matter will be completed as 
soon as possible; and I may also inform 
him that already a Circular has been 
issued by the Fishery Board to the 
fishermen in crofting parishes, putting 
certain questions to them in regard to 
loans, and that everything is being 
done to hasten the work, so that when 
the Order in Council is passed there 
will be no delay in supplying the fisher- 
men with the funds in the manner pro- 
vided by the Act. Coming next to the 
goo question with regard to the 

ishery Board, Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have no reason to complain of the 
discussion which has taken place this 
evening. I am perfectly aware of the 
great interest taken in this question in 
every part of Scotland, especially those 
having a seaboard, which few counties 
of Scotland are without. But although 
I do not oe of the length or the 
tone of the discussion, I cannot give a 
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complete assent to some of the views 
which have been put forward by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. I observe that hon. 
Gentlemen themselves are not wholly 
agreed in their criticisms upon the 
Fishery Board. The hon. Member for 
Forfarshire (Mr. J. W. Barclay) told 
the Committee that he did not complain 
of the scientific work done by the 
Board; but the hon. Member for Elgin 
and Nairn (Mr. Anderson) tells us that 
the scientific work of the Board is a 
signal failure. 

Mr. ANDERSON: I said that a 
great deal of the scientific work was 
unnecessary and useless. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I took down 
the words of the hon. Member, which I 
believe were that all the scientific work 
of the Board seemed to be useless. He 
som pe against the presence of a Pro- 
essor on the Board. He asserted that 
you ought not to have a Board dealing 
with the subject of fishing unless you 
have a fisherman upon it; surely then, 
by a parity of reasoning, you cannot 
have a Board to deal with scientific 
matters relating to fishing unless you 
have upon it a man scientifically ac- 
quainted with the subject. Then the 
hon. Member for Forfarshire com- 

lained of the fact that the Fishery 
ard had excluded trawlers from 
only a limited area on the Coast of 
Scotland. That area is from St. An- 
drew’s along the Coast of Aberdeen- 
shire. Those who complain appear to 
think that the Board intended by their 
action to protect fishermen using drift 
nets from fishermen who trawl—that 
the object of the Board is to protect one 
class of fishermen against another class. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY: I said that 
the area taken by the Fishery Board 
was too limited for the purpose that 
they themselves intended to carry out. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that that is what the hon. Member for 
Forfarshire said; but it is not all 
that other Members have said. Those 
hou. Members are attacking the system 
which he is in favour of; they appear 
to think that the Board had in view a 
protective object. Well, Sir, that is not 
the object of the Board. The Board 
considered themselves entirely precluded 
from taking the line of protecting one 
class of fishermen as against another, 
and selected the area simply and solely 
with a view to scientific investigation. 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Berwickshire (Mr. Marjoribanks) has 
said that, in his opinion, trawlers ought 
to be excluded from fishing throughout 
the whole of the three-mile limit. I 
must point out that the danger is that 
legislation which steps in to protect one 
class may do so at the expense of an- 
other. The accusation against trawlers 
I understand to be not merely that they 
compete successfully with line and drift- 
net fishermen, but that, in the course of 
their operations, they destroy capital 
which the drift-net fishermen use. That 
introduces a complication of the ques- 
tion which leaves a doubt in my mind 
whether it might not properly be the 
duty of the Government and the Fishery 
Board to consider how far they ought, 
or ought not, to exclude a class of men 
who, in pursuing their ordinary calling, 
cannot help destroying the small capital 
of their poorer brethren. There now 
remain two other questions for me to 
touch upon—the one as to the consti- 
tution of the Board; and the other the 
question of the use to which they om 
their powers. I say that if this dis- 
cussion is taken as an index of the feel- 
ing in Scotland, it must be admitted that 
a considerable amount of dissatisfaction 
exists because no practical fisherman 
has been put upon the Board. The hon. 
Member for Forfarshire has complained 
of that, and allusion has been made to 
it by the hon. Member for North Aber- 
deen (Mr. Hunter). I must point out 
that to take a fisherman out of his boat, 
and put him upon the Board to repre- 
sent the whole of the fishing class in 
Scotland, will probably not give satis- 
faction to the fishermen themselves. It 
would be extremely difficult to get a 
fisherman who would take a national 
and not a local view of the question, 
and there would also be the question of 

ayment. Hon. Gentlemen must recol- 
ect that the Fishery Board is not merely 
a scientific body, nor is it merely a body 
connected, except in a general way, with 
the interests of the fishing population. 
It has specific administrative duties of a 
very important kind. It has to look 


after ing boats, to see that the 
trawling boats are numbered, and to 
do police work generally; it has to do 
with the inspection of inland fisheries ; 
and it has, more than all, to exercise 
functions which may be described 
as semi-judicial in their character. 
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Well, Sir, what kind of fisherman 
do you intend to put on the Board ? 
Are you going to have a drift-net fisher- 
man, or a trawling fisherman? If a 
drift-net fisherman, you will have the 
whole trawling industry think that they 
will be ill-used ; if a trawling fisherman, 
you will have all the clients of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite up in arms. This 
is a question of very great difficulty, 
and I think the best solution of it will 
be not to put on the Board a practical 
fisherman—that is to say, a man actually 
engaged in fishing ; but, if you can, to 
put on it some gentleman intimately 
acquainted with the ins and outs of 
this great industry, who is accustomed 
to practical administrative work, and 
who shall supply to the Board that 
 aapeeng knowledge which is said to 

é now wanting. How far it will be 
possible to find such an individual I 
do not know; but the attention of 
the Government will not cease to be 
directed to this most important sub- 
ject. A great deal of criticism has 

een passed on the Fishery Board 
on account of their management of 
harbours; and I will point out to hon. 
Gentlemen that, at all events, the con- 
struction of harbours is not-a subject in 
which the advice of a practical fisherman 
would be of much use. [‘* Certainly, it 
would!’’] The hon. Member for For- 
farshire says—‘‘Oertainly, it would.” 
I confess I have my doubts about that. 
What is required in the case of a har- 
bour is not fishing knowledge, but 
engineering knowledge. The difficulty 
is not to know what you want, but 
how to get it. Therefore, I repeat that 
I do not think a practical fisherman 
would be of much use on the Board. 
The hon. Member for Forfarshire has 
criticized the Fishery Board for ex- 
pending considerable sums of money 
on large works, and not spreading out 
the wretched pittance at their com- 
mand over many small ones. I think 
that the hon. Member for Elgin and 
Nairn, and those who agree with him, 
are directly opposed to this opinion, 
because he says you should make your 
harbours such as will admit fishing 
vessels at all times. But I would point 
out that works of that kind, or any- 
thing like that kind, can only be car- 
ried out by the expenditure of con- 
siderable sums of money on each 
harbour. The engineers in the service 
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of the Fishery Board cannot be de- 
scribed as incompetent, inasmuch as 
they belong to one of the most eminent 
firms inthe country. It is easy to allege 
that some of the harbours have not ful- 
filled the expectations entertained of 
them ; but no alteration of management 
would alter that state of things. Har- 
bours are a standing reproach to engi- 
neers. Wherever you go in Ireland, 
Scotland, England, France, and Ger- 
many, the difficulties are so great, and 
the forces of nature so difficult to con- 
trol, that, whatever command of skill 
and money you may have, to a certain 
extent failures must and will take 

lace. The hon. Member for Elgin and 

airn has related to the House a 
certain number of failures that have 
occurred in connection with the Fishery 
Board ; but I have no ground whatever 
to believe that the percentage of failures 
has been greater in the case of the 
Fishery Board in Scotland than we must 
expect. I do not know that I have any- 
thing more to add to the statement I 
have made. I think I have dealt with 
all the points raised by hon. Gentlemen 
who have taken part in this discussion ; 
and I need only say, in conclusion, that 
it is very easy for hon. Gentlemen to 
criticize this Board. I never knew a 
Board that was not open to criticism. I 
will not say that I never knew a Board 
that did not deserve it; but what I do 
say is, that no alteration, no re-organi- 
zation, no change in the class from 
which its Members are derived, no revo- 
lution in its constitution will ever make 
the Fishery Board or any other Board 

roof against all criticism. The truth 
is that the public naturally and inevi- 
tably expect more of such Boards than 
they can possibly do. I think that, 
though it may be true that, like all other 
human institutions, the Fishery Board 
of Scotland may have erred, they have, 
nevertheless, earned the gratitude of all 
who are interested in the fishing industry 
in Scotland. They may not be perfect, 
—it may be possible to improve the 
Board—but I would remind the Com- 
mittee that a majority of the Board give 
their services ap mapas f that they 
laboriously work for the benefit of the 
fishing population, whose interests are 
so eloquently represented by hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite ; and if those hon. Gen- 
tlemen think it their duty to criticize the 
Board, I would yet ask them to recol- 
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lect that no Board can be perfect. I 
doubt whether it would be easy to find 
any body of men who would do more 
thoroughly and more efficiently the 
work which the public have entrusted 
to these gentlemen. 

Mr. HUNTER: There is only one 
observation of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for Scotland to which I 
wish to reply; and I wish to do that, 
because he faa fallen into a gross error 
on the exceedingly important subject of 
trawling. He said that the question, so 
far as regarded trawling, was really a 
} serene of protecting one class of in- 

ustry against another. Well, it is 
nothing of the sort, and there is no 
fisherman who would for a moment ad- 
vance such a contention. The most im- 
portant objection of the fishermen is one 
which has already been referred to, 
although the right hon. Gentleman has 
omitted to notice it. That principal ob- 
jection to trawling is, that it is a mode 
of fishing which is very injurious to the 
fishing industry, and which destroys the 
fish, and especially enormous numbers 
of young fish. Whether or no there is 
any ground for that objection is a moot 
point. There is a considerable differ- 
ence of opinion upon it; but, at any 
rate, that is one ground on which the 
fishermen in Scotland object to the 
Fishery Board. They say that trawling 
is disastrous to the fishing industry. 
Then as to the difficulty of appointing 
practical fishermen upon the Board; 
surely, when you consider that there 
are three lawyers put upon the Board 
by statute, it is not too much to ask that 
there should be three fishermen, or three 
persons acquainted with the fishing in- 
dustry, put on the Board, if it were only 
to balance the three lawyers. It is 
quite clear that the right hon. Gentle- 
man who has just spoken does not repre- 
sent any constituency where there are 
many fishermen. If he did, he would 
have found that there was not very 
much difficulty in obtaining exceedingly 
intelligent and well-informed men to 
represent the fishing industry on the 
Fishery Board of Scotland. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY: I cannot help 
feeli eae an by the speech we 
have listened to from the Secretary for 
Scotland. I must concur in the remarks 
of the right hon. Gentleman to this 
extent —that we cannot expect the 
Fishery Board to be perfect; that we 
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but what we do e is, that the 
Government, in appointing the Board, 
should take reasonable steps to insure 
the attainment of reasonable results 
from the action of the Board. The rea- 
sons given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, if they are worth anything at 
all, would simply go to show that 
it is an org in appointing the 
Members of this Board that gentlemen 
should be selected who know nothing 
whatever about the subject with which 
they are expected to deal. It seems to 
me that that has been the principle on 
which the Board has been constituted. 
The Chairman knows nothing whatever 
about the subject which is dealt with by 
the Board over which he is called to 

reside. There is no Member on the 

oard who knows practically about sea 
fishings, and the consequence is that 
the Board is of little practical use as 
regard sea fishings. All that we ask 
is that in future the Government should 
endeavour to select men who do know 
something practical about sea fish- 
ing. It would not be so difficult, as the 
right hon. Gentleman seems to think, 
to get members on the Board who are 
practically acquainted with the fishing 
industry, and who could give judicial 
opinions on such questions affecting sea 
fishing as came before them. Of course, 
there would be a difficulty in getting all 
sections represented ; but the Govern- 
ment who appointed the present Board 
made little difficulty in appointing Mem- 
bers all interested in the river salmon 
fishing, and did not take measures to 
place upon it gentlemen connected with 
the fishings in the sea. I should have 
no objection to anyone represent- 
ing the trawlers being put upon the 
Board, if the line fishing were also 
represented. I trust that when the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
Scotland is better acquainted with the 
affairs of Scotland—and I hope he will 
be by-and-bye—he will know that many 
gentlemen connected with sea fishing in 
Scotland could be got to fill vacancies on 
the Board. I know that the Govern- 
ment did apply to a gentleman perfectly 
qualified by practical experience to sit 
upon the Board, and who was acquainted 
with the sea fishing industry; but this 
gentleman could not be induced to join 
it, because he considered that it was not 


sufficiently practical, and that the fact of 
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joining it would not be likely to do him 
any credit. But if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will exercise discrimination and 
common sense in making appointments, 
I think that the services of qualified 
persons might easily be secured. Why 
should he not appoint persons who 
have a practical knowledge of the sub- 
ject with which they have to deal ? I do 
not know that the Sheriffs are particu- 
larly well qualified to deal with matters 
affecting fishing. Probably the idea 
is that the Government will be able to 
get all the law required from them ; but 
I fail to see that there is any great de- 
mand for law in connection with the work 
of a Fishery Board. Another point to 
which I would direct the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman is the fact 
that no adequate steps are taken by 
the Fishery Board to protect the 
mussel fishing. In many instances the 
mussel beds have been taken by the 
landowners arbitrarily, the fishermen 
not having been able to resist them. 
The ae have done nothing to 
establish or cultivate these mussel beds, 
and yet they have seized upon them, and 
say that the fishermen shall not make 
use of them unless they pay. The rights 
which in this way are claimed are by no 
means natural rights; and it is, there- 
fore, not extraordinary that the fishermen 
should complain. If the legal element 
on the Board would, in cases of this 
kind, advise the fishermen in contesting 
the legality of these proceedings on the 
part of the proprietors, their services 
would be valuable. They might inspect 
the titles of the landlords to the land, and 
ascertain to what extent they could lay 
claim to the mussel beds. In many 
cases, I believe, it would be found that 
the landlord’s title is of the slightest 
description. The Sheriffs, I think, might 
be of use for this purpose, if they would 
apply themselves to the work; other- 
wise, I think it would be much better to 
have the Board composed of practical 
men. 

Mr. ORILLY (Mayo, N.): I was very 
glad indeed to hear that the Government 
did not find fault with hon. Members 
for having discussed this question at 
some length, because it was, as they said, 
a matter of great interest to Svotland. 
Now, there is also great interest taken in 
this question in Ireland; and as the Re- 
presentative of a large fishing commu- 
nity in that country I should like to as- 
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sure Gentlemen from Scotland, who are 
taking action in this matter, that they 
have all the sympathy of my countrymen, 
and will have 
deavour to obtain what they possibly can 
to develop their fishing industries. The 
statement which has been put before us, 
and which has been referred to so inte- 
restingly by Scotch Representatives, is of 
much interest to Irishmen also, because 
it shows conclusively that the State nou- 
rishment of the fisheries of every country 
is not merely od in itself, but is 
profitable to the State, and to the people 
who engage in these industries. Now, 
for instance, as has been pointed out by my 
hon. Friend the Member for North Sligo 
(Mr. P. McDonald) in a speech he deli- 
vered in the course of this discussion, 
the branding of herrings in Scotland has 
brought in a surplus of £5,200. If the 
same system were pursued in Ireland Iam 
quite sure that the Irish fisheries would 
benefit in the same degree ; but it is not 
merely, we conceive, from this statement 
in the matter of branding that the Go- 
vernment do all they can to encourage 
and develop the Scotch fisheries. We 
see that they grant annually in aid of 
piers and quays in Scotland sums which 
are required for the development of 
those works. We find that this year the 
sum of £3,000 has been allotted for that 

urpose. Now, nothing of that kind is 

one in connection with the fisheries of 
Ireland. We who represent Irish con- 
stituencies, and are familiar with Irish 
matters, know that wherever any money 
has been —< to the building of har- 
bours it has been absolutely thrown 
away ; but that is not the case in Scot- 
lan 


d. 

Mr. AMBROSE( Middlesex, Harrow): 
Mr. Courtney, I riseto Order. I under- 
stand that the Question before you is an 
Amendment to reduce the salary of the 
Chairman of this Fishery Board ; and I 
wish to ask you whether the hon. Mem- 
ber is entitled to enter into a discussion 
in regard to Irish harbours ? 

Tur CHAIRMAN: The question as to 
the Scotch Fishery Board is not confined 
to the Chairman’s salary ; therefore the 
hon. Member is not out of Order. 

Mr. CRILLY: I was expressing my gra- 
tification, Mr. Courtney, in dealing with 
this Vote, that the Government had put 
down the sum of £3,000 for the building 
of piers and quays in connection with the 
Scotch fisheries; and I am glad that in 
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doing so I am not out of Order. I 
desire to be permitted to express a hope 
that the same generosity will obtain in 
ard to Ireland, because we know that 
the harbours built in that country are 
really monuments of the incompetence 
of the Irish Board of Works. But not 
merely does the Government grant large 
sums of money in aid of piers and quays 
in Scotland; but I find that there is a 
grant made in aid of telegraph exten- 
sion. Where a line between a certain 
town or place and a fishing village will 
not pay the expense of working, the Go- 
vernment, very wisely, as I think, grant a 
sum of £392, and sometimes as much as 
£500, to sustain the telegraphic commu- 
nication. This is as it ought to be. I 
am very pleased indeed to find that the 
sum of £26,780 has been allotted to de- 
velop and nourish the Scotch fisheries ; 
and I believe that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will carry out, or will do all he 
can to carry out, his promises to meet 
the representations which have been 
made to him by the Scotch Representa- 
tives. At present, undoubtedly, the 
Scotch Fishery Board does not seem to 
be an altogether capable one. On the 
contrary, on the face of it, I should say 
that it was an incapable Board ; because 
we find that, although its main object 
is to maintain the fisheries of Scotland, 
the Chairman of that Body is actually a 
newsagent in Edinburgh, as if a news- 
agent or a stationer were the best man 
to discharge the onerous duties connected 
with the Chairmanship of the Scotch 
Fishery Board. I have nothing further 
to say, except to express a hope, inci- 
dentally, that the Government will show 
towards the Irish fisheries the same 
kindly generosity and desire for their 
nourishment and their development that 
they have shown in regard to the Scotch 
fisheries. I find, as I have said, that 
the Government have allocated £26,780 
to this purpose; and I find on a later 
page in this statement of Estimates, 
that the paltry sum of only £4,000 is 
granted to develop the Irish fisheries. I 
trust, therefore, that the Government 
will see its way—— 

Mr. AMBROSE: I am afraid, Mr. 
Courtney, that you did not clearly un- 
derstand my point. Are we, Sir, dis- 
cussing the Scotch Vote ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN : The line of argu- 
ment which the hon. Gentleman (Mr. 
Crilly) is now indulging in has been 
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admitted in Committee of Supply for 
many years. I cannot, therefore, mter- 
rupt the hon. Member. 

rn. ORILLY: If the hon. Member 
opposite would only have a little patience 
he would find very little to complain of, 
as I am just now concluding my obser- 
vations. I merely desired to address a 
few words to the Committee on matters 
that struck my attention on looking over 
the Estimates. I only hope that the 
Government will extend to the Irish 
fisheries the same consideration and 
generosity that they have extended to 
the Scotch fisheries. 

Mr. BYRNE (Wicklow, W.): I also 
congratulate hon. Members from Scot- 
land on the interesting discussion which 
has taken place on the question before 
the Committee—the question of the 
Scotch Fishery Board. I beg to sup- 
port the Amendment proposed. It ap- 
pears to me to be a very proper Amend- 
ment. I think Scotland is very much 
more favoured than Ireland, although 
that is no reason why either I, or any 
of my Colleagues, should be jealous of 
the Scotch in this respect. On the con- 
trary, I should like to see the Scotch sea 
fisheries very much better developed 
than they are. And it seems to me that 
the best way to bring about this deve- 
lopment would be to appoint Scotch 
fishermen on the Board, and give them 
the management of their own affairs. I 
cannot believe that the best thing for 
these fisheries—and in this I differ from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for Scotland (Mr. A. J. Balfour)—is to 
appoint gentlemen to manage them who 
know nothing whatever about fishing. 
I think there should be at least two or 
three individuals on the Board who are 
well up in nautical affairs and under- 
stand all about fishing. It appears that 
the Chairman of the Scotch Board re- 
ceives the large salary of £800 a-year, 
and that he is not a fisherman, nor in 
any way connected with nautical mat- 
ters. He only gets his appointment as 
a matter of patronage. It seems to me 
that the Government are not doing their 
best in the interests of Scotland, or of 
Scotch fisheries, when they foist a man 
of this kind upon the Fishery Board. 
There is another thing upon which I 
congratulate the Scotch fishing industry, 
and that is that the Government have 
not only given them a grant for piers 
and quays, but have also granted 
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£2,000 for scientific investigations. I 
do not object to that at all; but I think 
it desirable that a thorough investiga- 
tion should be made into the subject of 
—— and the best method of 
sending them into market; because, as 
well as being a benefit to Scotland, a 
satisfactory settlement of this question 
will conduce to the introduction of a 
larger quantity of fish into the centres 
of consumption in the United Kingdom 
and all over the world. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that the Scotch Fishery 
Board has employed a very clever and 
experienced engineer, although he ad- 
mitted that this gentleman made serious 
mistakes. The right hon. Gentleman 
went further, and said that the making 
of mistakes in this manner was inevit- 
able. Well, if you employ a man who 
does not understand the business—if 
you engage upon the construction of 
piers and harbours a fresh-water en- 
gineer who knows nothing about marine 
matters, no doubt he must make mis- 
takes. A watchmaker may know a great 
deal about the wheels of a watch; but 
when he comes to deal with the wheels 
of a mill he may find himself without 
experience, and altogether incapable of 
turning out good work. Therefore, I 
contend that you should have upon the 
Scotch Board gentlemen who understand 
fishing matters. The Scotch ple 
know perfectly well what they want and 
what they ought to have in this matter; 
and I trust that the Committee will assist 
in carrying out their wishes. A refor- 


mation is required on the Board, so that 
the fishing industry of the country can 
have the business of the Board more 
under its control. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): I cannot join in the con- 
demnation of the Chairman of the 
Fishery Board which has proceeded 
from hon. Gentlemen who are not con- 
nected with Scotland. I do not suppose 
that hon. Members from Scotland will 
find any fault with the ability of Sir 
Thomas Boyd, the Chairman of the 
Board. That gentleman was, for a 
considerable period, Lord Provost of 
Edinburgh, and he has talent sufficient 
to undertake the duties of Chairman of 
this Board. There is, however, one 
practical suggestion which I would offer 
to the Secretary for Scotland, and it is 
this—I quite agree that there ought to 
be representatives of the fishing interest 
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on the Scotch Fishery Board. It seems 
to me that the salary of the Chairman 
might be reduced to about £500. I 
think that would be a reasonable remu- 
neration for the Chairman of such a 
Board. With regard to the remaining 
£300, I would suggest that it should be 

iven to representatives elected by the 

hermen of | Scotland. You might have 
either two representatives of the Scotch 
fishermen at £150 a-piece, or three at 
£100. In the case of Glasgow Harbour, 
it was found very beneficial to have re- 
presentatives of the shipping interest on 
the Clyde Trust. That arrangement has 
worked remarkably well, several interests 
being represented on the Trust; and I 
venture to suggest that the interests of 
the fishermen can be represented in a 
somewhat similar manner. There is a 
roll made up of the shipowners in Glas- 
gow, and there would be no difficulty in 
having a roll of fishermen made up, 
and in having an election of representa- 
tives of fishermen every five years to 
hold office for five years. If a plan of 
that kind were carried out it would 
satisfy the fishermen of Scotland, and 
would give them an opportunity of 
making any complaints they might 
have. I do not see any objection to 
this plan. One representative could 
come from the East, and another from 
the West; and this would give the 
fishermen a channel for communicating 
their suggestions, and would do away 
with any feeling that exists that their 
interests are being neglected by the 
Board. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): I am sure we cannot settle 
to-night the difficult subject of sea fishe- 
ries. I only rise to express my satisfac- 
tion at what has been done in the Firth 
of Forth in regard to trawling. I am 
sure that all Scotch fishermen will have 
derived satisfaction from what has been 
done, and I trust that the result will be 
to show what the effect of stopping 
trawling is. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 65; 
Noes 154: Majority 89.—(Div. List, 
No. 26.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


(8.) £2,482, to complete the sum for 
Lunacy Commission, Scotland. 
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Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Oo., Birr): I 
am not going to raise any discussion on 
this Vote, because the Lunacy Commis- 
sioners in Scotland manage their busi- 
ness as well, I believe, as it is managed 
anywhere in England; but I want to 
ask you to make a comparison with an- 
other Lunacy Board. I wish to ask 
how many visits the Scotch Lunacy 
Commissioners pay to Scotch lunatic 
asylums during the year? I see there 
are only two Commissioners in Scotland. 
Can the right hon. Gentleman tell me 
how many visits they make ? 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Batrovr) (Manchester, E.) : 
This question I am unable to answer 
with precision. The hon. Gentleman is 
in error in saying that there are only 
two Lunacy Commissioners. There are 
seven who have to do with the inspec- 
tion of Scotch asylums. I cannot tell 
the hon. Gentleman how many visits the 
Scotch Lunacy Commissioners make, for 
1 believe the question has never been 
raised before. 


Vote agreed to. 


(9.) £3,089, to complete the sum for 
the Registrar General’s Office, Scotland. 


(10.) £3,340, to complete the sum for 
Board of Supervision for Relief of the 
Poor, and for Public Health, Scotland. 


(11.) Motion made, and Question pro- 


posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £2,516, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of ent during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
of the Officers and Attendants of the Household 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and other 
Expenses.”’ 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): On this Vote I desire to bring 
before the notice of the Committee a 
matter which is of great importance, not 
only with regard to a particular Depart- 
ment of the Public Service, but as it ap- 
pears in connection with the whole Tory 
administration of the Civil Service Esti- 
mates. We are asked, Sir, to vote a 
sum of, altogether, £7,516 for the 
Household of the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland ; but it by no means follows that 
we can feel at all assured that this 
£7,516 is for the financial year in which 
we are asked to vote it. Now, Sir, with 
regard to the accounts of the last finan- 
cial year which have now closed, it would 
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appear that when nearly the whole Vote 
was exhausted, there was sent in a claim 
for a sum of money of about £50 or £60. 
The Department was not able, out of the 
Vote for the year, to defray the charge, 
and accordingly they resorted to the 
very simple expedient of appropriating 
the sum of £27, which then remained to 
them unexpended from that year’s Vote, 
in payment of part of the claim, and 
they deferred the balance of the claim 
until the next financial year. Naturally, 
the Comptroller and Auditor General took 
exception to the proceeding, and it came 
before the Committee of Public Ac- 
counts. The Committee of Public Ac- 
counts put it before the House, and 
stated that an important questicn of 
principle was raised by the Comptroller 
and Auditor General on this Vote. 

Tur SECRETARY to toe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): 
Would the hon. Gentleman say to what 
page he refers? 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: To 
page 6 of the Report of the Public Ac- 
counts Committee. They say that an 
important question of principle is raised 
by the Comptroller and Auditor General 
on this Vote. They point out that an 
amount of £55 5s. accrued to incidental 
expenses in one of the Departments, and 
of this £27 was paid on account, leaving 
£28 5s. to be defrayed out of the ac- 
count for 1885-6. And they say that 
the deliberate postponing till next year 
of payments which have become due, 
for the purpose of avoiding expenditure 
in excess of the grant, is the common 
expedient in all Departments of the Civil 
Service. In the evidence taken before 
the Public Accounts Committee, with 
which I will not trouble the Committee 
at any length, reference was made to 
this matter. The representative official 
who was before the Committee was 
asked this question by the Chairman -— 


‘* Are the facts stated by the Comptroller and 
Auditor General in his Report correct—namely, 
that liability to the extent of £55 was incurred, 
of which only £27 was paid on- account, and 
that the balance of £28 was left to be advanced 
out of the grant for 1885-6?” 


The. answer was ‘‘ Yes.” The next 
question was, if the witness could state 
if the whole liability had been left to be 
defrayed out of the following year’s 
account, what would have come before 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
that would have shown him that the 
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artment could have incurred any 
such liability? The answer was— 

“T do not think he would have found out the 

fact. I think no document would have come 
before him from which he would have observed 
the postponement of the payment.” 
I draw attention to the significance of 
that answer. It amounts to this, that, 
under the present system, a liability in- 
curred by a Department may not be de- 
frayed in the year in which it was in- 
curred, but may be defrayed out of such 
Votes as we are now taking—out of the 
Votes of a totally different financial 
year—and that it would be impossible 
for the Comptroller and Auditor General, 
or anyone else, until long afterwards, to 
find out anything about it. The wit- 
ness was.asked to explain what was the 
view of the Treasury after the observa- 
tion made by the Comptroller and Audi- 
tor General as to this postponement of 
payment. The answer was— 

‘The Treasury would adhere to the view 

they took in the Minute of the 3rd of Novem- 
ber that has been laid before the Committee. 
That is to say, that, in the first place, liabilities 
should not be incurred at all unless there was a 
prospect of being able to meet them ; but if 
they are incurred, postponement is preferable 
to excess.” 
In reply to definite questions put to him 
by various Members of the Committee, 
the Treasury official showed that the 
Treasury was exceedingly anxious to 
avoid, by hook or by crook, anything 
like an excess Vote. An excess Vote in- 
volves the Treasury coming down to 
this House and making a special expla- 
nation of the circumstances under which 
the amount voted in Committee has been 
exceeded by the Department in ques- 
tion. Of course, the necessity of the 
special explanation involved in an excess 
Vote exposes the Department to a good 
deal of criticism, and, possibly, to a 
close examination of the circumstances 
under which the excess has been in- 
curred. It was admitted then by the 
Treasury official, that the Treasury are 
exceedingly anxious to avoid an excess 
Vote, no matter what the circumstances 
are under which the excess has been in- 
curred— 


“ Where it is impossible to secure a postpone- 
ment, you have an excess Vote ?—Yes,” 


And— 

“ Where it is possible——” 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
question which the hon. Member for 
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East Donegal (Mr. Arthur O’Connor) is 
directing attention to is one of t 
importance, but it appears to have 
arisen in connection with the Vote for 
the Lord Lieutenant’s Household in a 
former year. It is not pertinent to this 
particular Vote; indeed, it rather con- 
cerns the administration of the Civil 
Service altogether than any particular 
Vote. I think he is out of Order in 
entering upon it at this stage. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: I pro- 

se to move the reduction of the Vote 
by £27, which I hope to show to be 
necessarily connected with this financial 
year’s and a past financial year’s ac- 
counts, and which, if defrayed at all, 
must eventually fall upon this particular 
Vote— ; 

“Where it is possible you avoid an excess 
Vote by adopting the plan which was adopted 
in this case ?— Yes.” 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not think it 
would be in Order to move a reduction 
of this Vote in order to correct what is 
said to be an irregularity in a former 


ear. 
: Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: No; I 
I do not want to correct an irregularity. 
I want to withhold from the Treasury 
the sum of £27, which, if withheld from 
them on this ground, they will be un- 
able to appropriate from the Vote any- 
thing towards the expenses of a former 


ear. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : They will be un- 
able to appropriate that without a reduc- 
tion. It is against the law to appro- 
priate a part of this Vote towards an 
irregularity in a former year. A re- 
duction of this Vote will neither increase 
nor decrease their power. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: It is 
precisely because it appears that it is not 
out of their power—it is so stated by the 
Treasury official, and it is so stated by 
the Comptroller and Auditor General— 
and it is because I am anxious to enforce 
the rule which you have laid down as 
the law, I am bringing the question be- 
fore the Committee. 

Tae CHAIRMAN : I understood the 
hon. Member to complain of the diffi- 
eulty of detecting irregularity. 

r. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: The 
irregularity has been detected, and 
through its detection the general system 
has been revealed. 

Tue OHAIRMAN: That being so, 
it would be improper to appropriate any 
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rt of this Vote to cover an irregularit 
Oa former year, which must come 4 
fore the House by way of a Vote in 
Excess, It would be irregular to dis- 
cuss the matter on this particular Vote. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I will 
endeavour to confine myself closely to the 
remarks of the Public Accounts Commit- 
tee on this Vote. The Public Accounts 
Committee report that the postpone- 
ment of payments that have become due 
appears to be a common expedient in all 
Departments, and that it is defended by 
the Treasury as being the lesser of two 
irregularities. The Accounting Officers 
of the War Office and of the Admiralty 
state, on the other hand, that no such 
practice is ever adopted in their respec- 
tive Departments, and they object, asa 
matter of financial principle, to the post- 
ponement of payments which have ac- 
erued, and which ought in the ordinary 
course to be paid. 

“ Your Committee concur with the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General in the view that 
such practice withdraws from the knowledge of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General and of 
Parliament the fact of expenditure in excess of 
grant having been incurred.” 


In this case part of the excess has 
been paid, and the postponement of 
the payment of the residue obtained. 
If the whole, instead of part, had 
been postponed, the irregularity would 
probably never have been discovered 
until the accounts of 1885-6 were under 
audit. The Committee are strongly of 
opinion that if the practice heretofore 
sanctioned by the Treasury was allowed 
to continue, every payment postponed 
should be shown on the face of the Ap- 
propriation Account. Now, of course, 
Mr. Courtney, after your decision I am 
precluded from going over that portion 
of the ground which I had marked out 
for myself. If I were permitted to do 
so, I think I could show that it is prac- 
tically impossible for the Department re- 
sponsible for this particular Vote to 
defray the arrears of liability without 
infringing upon the Vote we are now 
asked to grant. But I think the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) will 
recognize the importance, the far-reach- 
ing importance, of the question which has 
here been raised, and I think that every 
Member of this Committee, who has at 
all interested himself in the administra- 
tion of public monies, will recognize at 
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once that this is a matter which ought to 
be dealt with, and dealt with authori- 
tatively once and for all, because, if the 
allegation of the Treasury official—— 

Tae OHAIRMAN: I must interrupt 
the hon. Member again by reminding 
him that the question before the Com- 
mittee is the voting of a certain sum of 
money to defray the expenses of the Lord 
Lieutenant’s Household. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I will 
endeavour to = myself in Order as far 
as possible. am exceedingly anxious 
to keep in Order, and I will, therefore, 
move the reduction of this Vote by the 
sum of £27, on the ground that I believe 
there is an item to that amount involved 
in the sum we are now asked to vote 
which does not belong to the present 
financial year, and, I may be allowed to 
add, that I believe that if the whole of 
the Civil Service Estimates were inves- 
tigated closely, it would be found that, 
in a very large number of cases, there 
are items of a like description that 
would be equally open to challenge. 
In this particular case the amount in- 
volved is small, but, small as it is, the 
principle is great. The illustration of 
the application of the principle may 
be infinitesimal ; but, under the circum- 
stances, I think "there is nothing more 
to be done than to move the reduction of 
this Vote by £27, and I will throw my- 
self upon the Committee so far as to ask 
them to express their sense of the sys- 
tem which has been adopted. I am not 
in a position to go into those details 
which I consider necessary to vindicate 
the position Itake up; but unless there 
is some explanation of the way in 
which this £27 has been got rid of, the 
way in which this money has been fur- 
nished to pay the liability of the year 
before last, T think the Committee will 
see there is very good ground for im- 
pressing upon the minds of ths Trea- 
sary officials and upon the Heads of 
every Department in the Civil Service, 
the necessity of restricting their outlay 
to the Vote which Parliament makes for 
the Service of the financial year. I beg 
to move the reduction of the Vote by 
£27. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £2,489, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries of 
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the Officers and Attendants wel pls yo mang sey 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and 
penses.”—( Mr. Arthur 0’ Connor.) 


Taz CHANCELLOR or rut EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotra Cxvurcum) 
(Paddington, 8.): I am sorry, in one 
way, that the hon. Gentleman has been 
interrupted, though, of course, I easily 
see it is absolutely necessary that the 
discussion on this Vote should be con- 
fined to the Vote itself, and that the 
Chairman’s ruling is indispensable. It 
is difficult to connect the point which 
the hon. Member has raised with the 
Vote before the Committee; but I think 
I can satisfy him so far as to induce him 
not to press his Motion to a division. 
I understood the hon. Gentleman to 
point to the fact that the Comptroller 
and Auditor General and the Public 
Accounts Committee have agreed that a 
certain transaction of the Civil Service 
Departments is a transaction wrong in 
principle and in practice. [Mr. ArrHuR 
O’Connor: Of the whole of the Ser- 
vices.} Just so. I think, in all pro- 
bability, the hon. Member is right, and 
that he has acted properly in ling at- 
tention to the matter. My own opinion 
is this—that the Comptroller and Auditor 
General and the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, acting together, ought to be a 
superior authority to the Treasury, and 
that, if they distinctly lay down a rule 
as to the expenditure of money, it is the 
business of the Treasury to acknowledge 
their authority as superior to their own. 
Therefore, if the hon. Member will be 
content to leave the matter where it 
stands at present, I will undertake that 
the remarks he has made are carefully 
considered, and that an endeavour is 
made to bring the Treasury practice into 
accord with the recommendations of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General and 
the Public Accounts Committee. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I am 
sure the Committee will feel with me 
that the reply of the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is emi- 
nently satisfactory, and that I may ven- 
ture tocongratulate him upon the breadth 
of view with which he always looks at 
matters of this kind. In asking leave 
to withdraw my Motion for the reduc- 
tion of the Vote, I may also add that I 
value the statement of the noble Lord 
very much indeed. He has committed 
himself, with the high authority of his 
Office, to the statement that the Comp- 
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troller and Auditor General and the 


Public Accounts Committee are together, | parti 


when they agree, an authority, if not 
greater, at anyrate as great as that of the 
Treasury. J am the more gratified, be- 
cause, only this very year, when the 
Public Accounts Committee reminded 
the representative of one of the great 
spending Departments that the repre- 
sentations of the Committee, made in a 
previous year, had not been carried out, 
he answered us, rather jauntily, that he 
did not take instructions from the Public 
Accounts Committee or the Comptroller 
and Auditor General, but from the Trea- 
sury, and that, if the Treasury do not 
choose to act upon the representations 
of the Committee, the spending Depart- 
ments pay very little heed to them. Con- 
sidering what the noble Lord has said, I 
am extremely gratified with the result of 
my intervention. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
I desire to move the reduction of this 
Vote by the sum of £1,563, the amount 
set down for Queen’s Plates. I believe 
that money to be wasted. I voted with 
hon. Members below the Gangway in 
favour of the Motion to disallow £218 
for the Queen’s Plates for Scotland. I 
hope I shall now receive their support. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


** That a sum, not exceeding £953, be granted 
to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March 1887, for the Salaries of the Officers 
and Attendants of the Household of the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland and other Expenses.’’— 
(Mr. Thomas Russell.) 


Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
would like to say that it is really unfair 
to make this Motion with regard to the 
Queen’s Plates for Ireland. There are 
Queen’s Plates run for in England as 
well as in Ireland, and the value of those 
in England is much greater than those 
in Ireland. Unfortunately, the money 
given in England is given out of the 
Queen’s Privy Purse; while that given 
in Ireland is put on the Estimates. Men 
opposed to racing always attack the Irish 
Queen’s Plates, while, in reality, any at- 
tack that is made ought to be made on 
the Plates in this country. I quite un- 
derstand the hon. Member (Mr. T. W. 
Russell) has not made this Mvtion out 
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of any hostility to the Irish Plates in 
ioalan, but simply because he objects 
to Queen’s Plates generally, and he can- 
not attack the English Plates. I put it 
to the hon. Gentleman, whether he is 
acting fairly? Would it not be much 
fairer that he should ballot for a place on 
Tuesday or Friday in next week, to pro- 
pose a Resolution to the effect that no 
money should be given for Queen’s Plates 
in England ? If Queen’s Plates are good 
things in England, they are equally good 
in Ireland. Indeed, in Ireland they are 
particularly wanted. In the first place, 
it is well known that the great difficulty 
in Ireland is to get proper sires; and 
we know also that racing encourages a 
good class of horses. If you take away 
the Queen’s Plates, you take away the 
only incentive to keep up any thorough- 
bred horses in Ireland. Ireland is pecu- 
liarly well suited for the breeding of 
horses, though Irish racehorses are not 
as good as the English. Ses hon. 
Mempgr: Yes; for Queen’s Plates.] If 
you take away the Queen’s Plates, you 
strike Ireland in the most vulnerable 

int as regards racing. The soil of 
Rochen is good for breeding; but take 
away this money, and you will prac- 
tically destroy the very few racing estab- 
lishments there are in the country ; com- 
pared with the number in England there 
are very few. I look upon this sum, 
small and wretched as it is, as really 
one of considerable importance. I be- 
lieve the Jockey Club will not allow Irish 
horses to be entered for the English 
handicaps until they have run three 
times in England; in fact, at the pre- 
sent time Irish horses are ‘‘ Boycotted ”’ 
in England. [‘‘No, no!”] Let any- 
one inquire, and he will find that within 
the last six or 12 months a rule has been 
passed by the Jockey Club by which 
Irish horses cannot compete for certain 
races until they have run a given num- 
ber of times in England. This is a very 
small sum of money, and I hope the hon. 
Member will withdraw his Motion, and 
thus refrain from doing anything to de- 
stroy the incentive to breed good horses 
in Ireland. If he objects to racing, let 
him bring up a Motion condemnatory of 
the system as applied to England, Ire- 
land, and Scotland generally. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): Itis really very sad to find 
some Irish Members who are always so 
ready to appeal to us with regard to Irish 
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grievances, and who, while attacking 
English and Scotch abuses, are still 
ready to defend some Irish abuses. It 
seems to me that this is one of the worst 
of Irish abuses. I do hope that in the 
interest of the people of Ireland we 
shall deprive them of these temptations 
to gamble. I believe that some day or 
other the Irish people will have self- 
government, and thus be able to regu- 
late these matters for themselves ; but, 
in the meantime, I shall support the 
Motion of my hon. Friend (Mr. T. 
W. Russell). 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I voted just now against Queen’s Plates 
in Scotland, and, if I remember rightly, 
pointed out that what is fair for the 
Scotchman ought to be fair for the Irish- 
man. If we are not tohave Queen’s Plates 
in Scotland we surely ought not to have 
them in Ireland. My hon. and gallant 
Friend the Member for North Galway 
(Colonel Nolan) said that the breeding 
of good horses depended upon Queen’s 
Plates. I am not myself a racing man, 
but I do know something about horses 
in general. I know perfectly well that 
the more racehorses you have the worse 
horses you have. Racehorses can run 
very quickly with a very light weight 
on their backs, but they are a weedy set 
of animals. If you want to encourage 
the breed of horses you ought to send 
some good stallions about the country— 
good sound roadsters and such like 
horses. It is absurd to think that this 
£1,563, given in 15 Queen’s Plates, will 
benefit the breed of horses in Ireland. 
If Irishmen want to have races, let them 
get them up themselves. I want them 
to legislate for themselves in everything, 
horse-races included. Let them have 
gala meetings if they. like. They can 
easily get up races; they have simply 
to charge something for entrance, and 
give good prizes. I hope they will have 
the courage to support a true economic 
rinciple, even when applicable to Ire- 
and, and that they will join with the 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. T. W. Russell) in 
protesting against Queen’s Plates, just 
as Scotchmen themselves joined with the 
Irish in voting against Queen’s Plates in 
Scotland. 


Question put. 

The Oommittee divided :—Ayes 36; 
Noes 178: Majority 142.—(Div. List, 
No. 27.) 


{Suprzemuzn 13, 1886} 








Service Estimates. 


Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I rise 
to move a reduction of the Vote by the 
sum of £3,469. My reason for doing 
so is the very unsatisfactory reply which 
I received this evening in connection 
with the Barbavilla conspiracy. In that 
case there are persons suffering penal 
servitude for a crime of which I believe, 
and the people of my country believe, 
they are innocent. They were convicted 
of an alleged conspiracy to murder, and 
I maintain that the real conspiracy is 
among the Crown officials who concocted 
that charge. It will be remembered 
that on April 2, 1882, a murder was 
committed in the county of Westmeath, 
the intended victim of which was a Mr. 
Smyth. The assassin missed his aim, 
and a lady was unfortunately killed. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: It would be more 
in Order if this discussion were raised 
on the next Vote, which relates to the 
Department of the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): May I ask you, Sir, if your ruling 
applies to the question of the Proclama- 
tion of Arms by the Lord Lieutenant? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: That will also 
properly be discussed on the Chief Se- 
eretary’s Vote. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) : I rise 
to move the reduction of this Vote by 
the sum of £789 for the salaries to 
the Chaplain and others in the chapel of 
Dublin Castle. The Chaplain for the 
Castle receives the sum of £184 12s. 8d., 
and also an allowance of £150 for a 
furnished house. I understand that it 
is a distinct mistake to have any chaplain 
set apart for the private use of the Lord 
Lieutenant. Last year, this Chaplain 
was of no use whatever, because the 
Lord Lieutenant happens to have been 
a member of the Presbyterian Church. 
Of course, I do not know of what per- 
suasion the present Viceroy is; but the 
late Viceroy was certainly Presbyterian, 
and the consequence is that this item of 
wastful expenditure was of no use, ex- 
cept for keeping up a small fashionable 
church in one of the back parts of the 
City of Dublin. At the present day we 
are always trying to get rid of intoler- 
ance, no matter in what shape or form 
it may present itself. In Ireland, we 
have done away with the Established 
Church because it was unsuitable. This 
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Chapel Royal appears to be one of the 
lineal successors of a state of affairs 
which we have abolished; and I think 
hon. Members will agree with me that 
it is altogether superfluous, and that it 
would be a great deal better that we 
should do away with it. I hope that in 
Ireland we may soon have a Catholic 
Lord Lieutenant ; and when that comes 
about these matters will be placed on a 
footing more in conformity with the 
susceptibilities of the majority of the 

eople of Ireland who have been so 

adly treated in the past. I hope this 
House, even in its present mood, will 
see that this item of expenditure is cer- 
tainly an unjust one—not only unjust, 
but stupid, and I hope it will disappear 
from the Estimates. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


‘That a sum, not exceeding £1,727, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries of 
the Officers and Attendants of the Household 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and other 
Expenses.” —(Dr. Tanner.) 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micuart Hicxs-Beacu) 
(Bristol, W.) : I do not quite understand | 
if the hon. Gentleman objects to the | 
amount — to the Chaplain, or whe- | 
ther he desires to abolish the office of | 
Chaplain altogether? [Dr. Tanner: | 
Yes, Sir.] Yes, says the hon. Mem- | 
ber; but that really depends on the | 
Office of the Lord Lieutenant. If the | 
Office of the Lord Lieutenant is to be | 
maintained, and I understand the hon. | 
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Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): I 
do not think that my hon. Friend ob- 
jects to the form of religion which Lord 
Aberdeen professed. I think arrange- 
ments might be made by which tho 
Chaplain might be brought into con- 
formity with the religion of the Lord 
Lieutenant for the time being. Every- 
one knows that if the Lord Lieutenant 
were to be a Catholic, there would be 
no objection to it from any quarter. I 
think, in these cases, we should come to 
some understanding by which a Catho- 
lic or a Presbyterian Lord Lieutenant 
would be provided out of the public 
funds with a chaplain of his own re- 
ligion, and if this were done, I think 
that, in future, this Vote would not be 
challenged. Inthe absence of an assur- 
ance to that effect, I think my hon. 
Friend is quite right in challenging this 
portion of the Estimate, and I shall 
support him if he divides the Com- 
mittee on his Motion for its reduction. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
The late Lord Lieutenant attended more 
than once the Presbyterian church in 
Rutland Square and in Rathgar; but it 
is an error to suppose that he did not 
attend service in the Chapel Royal. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): The 
hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
has had the singular advantage of at- 
tending both places of worship, and I 
could expect nothing else from the hon. 
Gentleman. But I cannot at all agree 
with the right hon. Baronet, that the 
bringing forward of this Motion to re- 
duce the Vote is striking a blow at the 
Lord Lieutenant. We understand that 


Member and those who sit near him | nothing would tend to make the position 
wish that it ‘ should be maintained, it of the Lord Lieutenant more secure than 
digalty appectiaing to is; and part of | This ret, geatiomon, like the Viour of 
that dignity is the religious establish- | Bray, will be Chaplain at the Oastle 
ment which is attached to the repre- | whatever King may reign. I am rather 
sentation of Royalty. The hon. Mem- astonished that the right hon. Baronet 
~ suggests that some day there may | should make the suggestion that a man 

e a Catholic Lord Lieutenant, and says of this sort would be any ornament to 
that the late Lord Lieutenant was a | the position of the Lord Lieutenant. On 
Presbyterian. Whether it would be | the contrary, I think that, having regard 
permitted that the Lord Lieutenant to the circumstances, it is a piece of 


should be a Catholic, is a matter for 
future consideration; but, at present, 
they are Protestants, and, being so, they 
are provided with the religious estab- 
lishment which appertains to the Office, 
which, in the present case, I hope the 
Committee will not be unwilling to grant. 





Dr. Tanner 


decorative absurdity, and that if it were 
done away with it would be a great deal 
better for the Lord Lieutenant and the 
country. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): Whether or not the office of Chap- 
lain at the Castle of Dublin is futile, I will 
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not discuss ; but as far as the late Lord 
Lieutenant is concerned, he, on a pre- 
vious occasion, when the same point was 
raised, desired me to say that he found 
considerable edification from the minis- 
trations of the Chaplain. And, that being 
so, hon. Gentlemen below the Gangway 
may think that there is no sort of moral 
to be drawn from the fact of Lord Aber- 
deen having attended a Presbyterian 
place of worship. I think Lord Aberdeen 
would desire that no interference should 
take place with this office. I say all 
that without prejudice to my own views. 
Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): Ido not 
object, Sir, to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland having a chaplain ; but I do not 
see why the Chapel Royal is a necessity 
in a city which contains Christchurch 
Cathedral and St. Patrick’s Cathedral. 
I think that Christchurch would be as 
convenient a place as the Chapel Royal 
for the Lord Lieutenant to worship in. 
I remember being at Christchurch, 
Dublin, when the Prince of Wales was 
there; and I think that there would be 
nothing derogatory to the state of the 
Lord Lieutenant if he were to attend 
there. In my opinion, the Chapel Royal 
is unnecessary as a place of worship, 
and that the two Cathedrals offer quite 
enough facilities for the Lord Lieutenant 
in that respect. If the Household of the 
Lord Lieutenant wish to attend prayers 
on week days—and I much question 
whether they do—they may be theoreti- 
cally held to go to the Chapel Royal ; 
but I think very few of the Household 
find their way there. There are many 
other places of worship which they can 
attend, and, therefore, for the Lord 
Lieutenant’s Household I think the 
Chapel Royal is wholly unnecessary. 
Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Limerick, W.): 
I desire to raise my voice against this 
charge. If it were necessary to put for- 
ward the claim that the Lord Lieutenant 
should have a chaplain, and that he 
should be of the form of religion which 
the Lord Lieutenant professed, I could 
understand that the Committee should 
be willing to vote a sum of money for 
the purpose. But when we consider the 
changes which the Office of Lord Lieu- 
tenant is likely to undergo, and the 
possibility of our having a Catholic, 
and, I trust, an independent Lord Lieu- 
tenant, it is most undesirable that we 
should have permanently in Dublin 
Castle a chaplain belonging to the 
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Church which has been disestablished 
in Ireland. Therefore, without wishing 
to do anything to lower the etate of the 
Lord Lieutenant, I feel bound to object 
to this expenditure for a useless purpose. 

Mr. MAHONY (Meath, N.): I think, 
if the Lord Lieutenant requires a chap- 
lain, an allowance should be made so 
that he may obtain one to suit his own 
views. I do not see that the Church will 
gain any advantage by being placed 
in a false pcsition in this respect. The 
office seems to me to be clearly a relic of 
the old state of ascendancy, and, there- 
fore, I shall vote against the charge if 
the hon. Member goes to a division. i 
see with great regret that the Episco- 
palian Church in Ireland is fast degene- 
rating into a mere political sect. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 55; 
Noes 179: Majority 124.—(Div. List, 
No. 28.) 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): 
Earlier in the evening I supported the 
Motion of the hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Northampton (Mr. Labouchere) 
to strike out of the Estimates a sum on 
account of the Lyon King-of-Arms, and 
I stated then I did so because I object 
to the retention of such offices, and 
that I should be quite prepared to move 
at the proper time a similar reduction in 
the Estimates for Ireland. I now beg 
to move the reduction of the Vote for 
the Lord Lieutenant’s Household by the 
sum of £1,089, the amount of the salary 
of the Ulster King-of-Arms, and the 
salaries and allowances for clerks, mes- 
sengers, and others connected with the 
office. We have heard to-night about me- 
diseval mummeries ; but surely this is as 
good a specimen of mediaval mummery 
as is to be found in the civilized world. 
What on earth the use of the Ulster 
King-of-Arms is I cannot imagine, ex- 
cept, as the hon. Member for North- 
ampton (Mr. Labouchere) has said, to 
present coats of arms and mottoes to 
persons who have not got them. I do 
not want to discuss this question at any 
length, especially as other subjects of 
importance are waiting to be introduced ; 
but I cannot help saying that if the 
present Ulster King-of-Arms were not 
an extremely inoffensive and harmless 
gentleman, the probability is that this 
office would long since have been abo- 
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lished by the force of the Irish Party in 
Parliament. I think an effort should 
now be made to effect a reform in this 
Department of the Household of the 
Lord Lieutenant by the total abolition 
of the absurd office of the Ulster King- 
of-Arms. I beg to move the reduction 
of the Vote by the sum of £1,089. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

‘That a sum, not exceeding £1,427, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
of the Officers and Attendants of the Household 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and other 
Expenses.”’—( Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. ORILLY (Mayo, N.): I do not 
wish to take part in the division with- 
out knowing what I am voting for or 
against, as the case may be. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
cretary for Ireland will inform us what 
the duties of the Ulster King-of-Arms 
are, and also what the Athlone Pur- 
suivant-of-Arms is supposed to do ? 

Mr. O’HEA (Donegal, W.): There 
is a good deal of curiosity, and no 
wonder, as to the functions appertain- 
ing to the office of the Ulster King-of- 
Arms. If the Ulster King-of-Arms is 
the custodian of Irish pedigrees, he has 
not shown himself courteous in all his 
dealings with the public. I may men- 
tion the instance of a clergyman who 
was presented by his parishioners with 
anew card. He was anxious to obtain 
some explanation of the armorial bear- 
ings on the card, and he wrote to Sir 
Bernard Burke requesting him to supply 
him with an explanation. A week passed 
and the rev. gentleman received no re- 
ply. He wrote a second letter, and on 
this occasion enclosed a stamped enve- 
lope addressed to himself for the reply. 
He did not receive an answer to his 
second request. This is one of those 
ornamental offices, the expenditure on 
which is considerable, but the utility of 
which is only fanciful. The Ulster King- 
of-Arms may be a very ornamental per- 
sonage, but he is not a useful func- 
tionary. I certainly shall vote with my 
hon. Friend (Mr. Clancy). 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) : 
It would be well if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
would explain to us what particular 
functions are discharged by the Ulster 


King-of-Arms. I believe there are cer- 
Mr. Clancy 
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tain persons in Ireland—baronets and 
lords—to whom this functionary is of 
some service; but, as far as the general 
us agree is concerned, Sir Bernard 

urke is of no assistance. I am not 
surprised that the rev. gentleman my 
hon. Friend (Mr. O’Hea) alluded to 
failed altogether in his object, because, 
although he sent a stamped envelope 
for the reply, he did not enclose the 
necessary fee. I suppose that for a fee 
Sir Bernard Burke will give anybody a 
pedigree dating from the Norman Con- 
quest. But we have a gentleman in 
Ireland—Mr. O’Hart—who engages to 
supply anyone with a pedigree from the 
time of Brian Boru. Anyhow, we do 
not know what Sir Bernard Burke does 
except to give pedigrees to distinguished 
people. Now, in Holland and other 
Continental countries, there are in every 
parish Marriage Registrars who profess 
to give the pedigree of people for at 
least 500 years. ‘There are no such 
officials in Ireland. If there is anything 
to be done in the nature of the King-of- 
Arms business, it ought to be carried on 
on popular principles, so that those who 
may desire to have an account of their 
antecedents can obtain one. With re- 
gard to the inheritance to property, it is 
very desirable that some establishment 
should exist in the country by which the 
pedigrees of families may be traced. In 
Ireland we have practically nothing of 
the kind. Up to within the last 50 
years, in fact, more recently than that, 
there has been nothing in Ireland of the 
nature of a regular registry of mar- 
riages, and the result is there are fre- 
quent disputes with reference to succes- 
sion to property. I trust that we may 
receive some explanation from the Chief 
Secretary with respect to the duties Sir 
Bernard Burke performs. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicks-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.) : I did not anticipate from 
what I have known of Sir Bernard 
Burke, and heard of him since I was 
first connected with Ireland, that any 
hon. Member would have objected to 
this office on the ground of unpopularity 
or misconduct on the part of Sir Bernard 
Burke. He is not only a gentleman who 
is universally respected and liked, but 
he thoroughly understands the peculiar 
duties which attach to this office. I 
must candidly confess I am unable to 
explain what the duties are; but the 
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office is a very ancient estate and dig- 
nity. It is more than 300 years old. 
Of course, it has charge of matters con- 
nected with the history of Ireland, and 
the history of individual families in 
Ireland, and although hon. Members 
may not attach as much importance to 
these things as was pois attached 
to them, I do not think the office should 
be abolished, especially when similar 
offices are maintained in England and 
Scotland. Now, I may state that, as far 
as I can gather, this office is of no real 
cost to the State at all. When Sir Ber- 
nard Burke was appointed to the office 
he was paid entirely by fees. Hon. 
Members will see what his emoluments 
from the office are. In a period of five 
and a quarter years after the commuta- 
tion of the fees no less than £6,000 was 

aid to the Treasury in fees; therefore, 

think it will be clear that as the Trea- 
sury now receives the fees, and Sir Ber- 
nard Burke only a salary, the country 
is the gainer and not the loser by the 
bargain. This, however, is one of those 
offices which, when it falls vacant, will 
have to be considered. It is clearly un- 
derstood with regard to this and several 
offices of the same kind that, in the 
event of a vacancy occurring, it will not 
be filled up without full consideration 
of the duties of the office and the pay 
which should be given to any person 
who may be appointed as the successor 
of Sir Bernard Burke. I am afraid I 
can say no more than this upon the 
subject; but I hope what I have said 
will show that the office is one of an- 
tiquity, and that it does not involve any 
cost to the State. It is part, no doubt, 
of the appanage of the Lord Lieutenant’s 
Office, and as such I think that for the 
present, at any rate,-it ought to be 
maintained. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
believe I stated, Mr. Courtney, that I 
made no attack upon Sir Bernard Burke. 
I said, on the contrary, that he was a 
harmless and inoffensive gentleman, and 
that if he had not been of that character 
the office would probably have been 
abolished long ago, or, at least, an at- 
tempt would have been made to abolish 
it. The right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland now says the office 
is 300 years old. It has existed 300 

ears too long. This is the first time I 
ve heard an abuse defended in this 
House on account of its antiquity. I 
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object to the absurdity of the office, and 
I do not think its absurdity is diminished 
in the least by the fact that Sir Bernard 
Burke collects a certain amount every 
year in fees. We find the Ulster King-of- 
Arms, who discharges duties which the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland is not able 
to describe, is paid £750 a-year; the 
Athlone Pursuivant-of-Arms, who has 
to discharge duties which the right hon. 
Gentleman has not attempted to de- 
scribe, is paid £20 in lieu of official 
fees; the allowance to a clerk in the 
Office of Arms as official reporter during 
the Castle season, whatever that may be, 
is £30; the allowance for the clothin 
of one kettle-drummer is £12 6s., though 
in another place it is said to be £13. 
The only persons who, in my opinion, 
deserve to . paid are the office cleaner, 
and he or she receives £30 a-year, and 
the porter or messenger, who gets £76. 
I should like to allow these officials their 
salaries; but, of course, if we abolish 
the office we shall not want an office 
cleaner or messenger. 

Mz. O’HEA (Donegal, W.): I, and I 
have no doubt others, imagined when 
the right hon. Gentleman rose that he 
would give us some information as to 
the functions of the Ulster King-of- 
Arms; but beyond informing the Com- 
mittee that it was an office dating back 
300 years, and that its antiquity is a re- 
commendation for its maintenance and 
continuance, he has said nothing to in- 
duce any hon. Members on this side of 
the House to alter the intention they 
had formed of voting against the items 
in the Estimates to defray the expenses 
of the office. Now, Sir, I think that 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
confirmed us in the opinion we had 
formed of this office—namely, that it is 
one of those fossil remains that perhaps 
sprung from the feudalism which was 
in its expiring state some 300 years ago. 
I do not think antiquity could be put 
forward as the reason for the mainte- 
nance of any office in this country. I 
agree with my hon. Friend the Member 
for North Dublin (Mr. Olancy) that a 
hardship may be inflicted upon a couple 
of very deserving and, no doubt, very 
meritorious individuals by the abolition 
of this office; but pene there are 
other ways in which the services of these 

ple may be brought into requisition. 
The Government have given no satis- 
factory explanation, and, therefore, I 
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trust the good sense of hon. Members 
will prompt them to take the step ne- 
cessary for the abolition of the office. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): This is 
one of the Votes upon which there is a 
discussion every year, and I appeal to 
the Government whether it would not be 
better to give Sir Bernard Burke a lump 
sum and abolish the office at once? It 
is all very well for the Chief Secretary 
to say—‘‘ We will take it into considera- 
tion when Sir Bernard Burke drops off.” 
There is not the slightest doubt some- 
one will exist then to whom it will be 
considered desirable by the Government 
of the day to give outdoor relief. This 
is the way in which the money of the 
British taxpayer is squandered in very 
considerable sums amongst a very con- 
siderable number of people. Why not 
treat this office like that of the Chaplain 
to the Castle of Dublin, in relation to 
which there is this foot-note— 

“This allowance is personal to the present 
Chaplain, and will not be continued to his suc- 
cessor ? ”” 

If, to-night, we put in the Votes that the 
office of Ulster King-of-Arms will not 
be filled up when Sir Bernard Burke 
ceases to hold it, there might be some 
reason for future Committees of Supply 
to _ the Vote over rather lightly ; but 
as long as there is a risk that this office 
will be filled up again, it is perfectly 
certain that successive Committees will 
give the Vote their attention, and the 
Minister of the day the trouble of get- 
ting up to defend something which he 
knows to be perfectly indefensible. I 
think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary should go so far as to 
say that the Department will undertake 
that when Sir Bernard Burke ceases to 
hold this office it shall not be filled up. 
This gentleman seems to be very liberally 
paid, because, besides the £750 he gets 
as Ulster King-of-Arms, he is paid £500 
as the Keeper of State Papers in the 
Irish Roses Office. Taking everything 
into account he has a very comfortable 
competency for a gentleman who seems 
to be very inoffensive, not to have much 
intelligence, but who is really a bur- 
lesque upon public officials. 

“ Dr. TANNER (Cork Oo, Mid.): 
There does not appear to be any feeling 
of animosity amongst hon. Gentlemen 
sitting on these Benches against Sir 
Bernard Burke. On the contrary, every- 
body appears to coincide in the view 
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that Sir Bernard Burke is an extremely 
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inoffensive gentleman. We have also 
heard, in the course of this really in- 
teresting debate, that another gentle- 
man, a Mr. O’Hart, who has a love for 
genealogical research, and is good at 
supplying pedigrees of distinguished 
people, would be much more suitable 
for this post than Sir Bernard Burke. 
Mr. O’ Hart, we are told, has looked up 
the genealogy of Her Majesty, and dis- 
covered that she is descended from 
Moses— 

Toe CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. Gentleman to address himself 
seriously to the Vote before the Com- 
mittee. 

Dr. TANNER: Mr. Courtney, the 
reason why I called attention to Mr. 
O’Hart is that he has published a 
volume dealing with this very question 
of genealogy, which Sir Bernard Burke 
has never done. If you want to havea 
really good man in the absurd position 
of Ulster King-of-Arms, why not have 
the best man you can possibly get? If this 
country is called upon to pay the sum of 
£750 in order that Privy Councillors 
and others may get their pedigrees 
drawn up, it would be better to get the 
most capable man to do the job. For 
that very reason I have to advocate the 
cause of Mr. O’Hart against that of Sir 
Bernard Burke; if the postis to be kept 
up, it ought to be filled by the best 
man. There is another curious fune- 
tionary provided forinthis Vote—namely, 
the Athlone Pursuivant-of-Arms. One 
of my hon. Friends has asked what this 
office is. This may be an office in the 
Militia for aught we know. What is 
the position that this gentleman holds ? 
There is also a very singular fact in con- 
nection with this account. The Ath- 
lone Pursuivant-of-Arms gets £20 in 
lieu of official fees. It does seem to 
me to be absurd that this Athlone 
Pursuivant-of-Arms, whoever he may 
happen to be, should be kept in office if 
there are no fees ; if the office is a sine- 
eure, it ought to be done away with. 
If the services of the Athlone Pursui- 
vant-of-Arms are required by no one, 
and if, in lieu of employment, he has to 
be paid £20 a year, it is a palpable ab- 
surdity to keep up the office. There are 
many items of this character in the 
Estimates—in the English and Scotch 
Estimates—but surely it does not at all 
follow that because you happen to have 
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absurdities in one section of the Esti- 
mates, you should try to perpetuate 
them in another. Sir Bernard Burke 
has given _— satisfaction on many 
oceasions. I do not like to speak at too 
great length, but there are two or three 
facts in connection with Sir Bernard 
Burke I should like to mention. He 
was the man who originated the cele- 
brated Dublin botanical—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man must be aware that his remarks are 
not pertinent to the Vote before the 
Committee. If he persists in irrele- 
vancy, I must call upon him to resume 
his seat. 

Dr. TANNER: I had no intention of 
overstepping the limits of Order; on the 
contrary, I was only trying to illustrate 
what I was saying. My desire always 
is to keep in Order, and I now bow to 
so ruling, Mr. Courtney. I sincerely 

ope that those items will be erased 
from the Estimates. I will not detain 
the Committee longer. 

Mr. J. O°;CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
If my hon. Friend (Mr. Clancy) goes to 
a division, {I shall follow him into the 
Lobby with very great pleasure indeed ; 
but only through a sense of esprit de 
corps shall I do so. I sincerely hope 
that we shall be able to prevail on my 
hon. Friend to withdraw his opposition 
to this Vote. This Ulster King-of- 
Arms is, to my mind, a relic of old 
decency in Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land took great pains to show that he 
was quite unacquainted with the duties 
of this office, which has occupied the 
attention of the Committee so long; in 
fact, it appears to me the Ulster King- 
of-Arms has nothing else to do but 
draw his salary, and that he does that 
with the greatest possible precision. At 
the same time, I do not think the Irish 
people are sufficiently democratic yet to 
abandon all the pride, pomp, and circum- 
stance of glorious war in which they 
were once accustomed toindulge. Now, 
the Ulster King-of-Arms is a very mar- 
tial term, and I am inclined to think the 
Irish people will stick to their martial 
terms as aut as they possibly can. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
cretary also said that this office is one of 
the appanages of the Household of the 
Lord Lieutenant. If we are to play at 
Royalty in Ireland, let us stick to all 
the appanages. I should be very sorry 
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to abolish the Ulster -Arms 
if he adds éclat to the many parties 
we have at Dublin Castle from 
time to time. I have no doubt he 
impresses with very great solemnity 
the minds of the gay and festive 
young ladies and gentlemen who as- 
semble at the Viceregal Lodge from 
time to time. Now, ite. Courtney, I 
would not like to see such offices abo- 
lished, so long as we are to have a Lord 
Lieutenant at all. I believe it is con- 
templated by both sides of this House 
to a with the position of Viceroy 
of and, if possible, in the very near 
future. Then let the Ulster King-of- 
Arms, and the Athlone Pursuivant-of- 
Arms, and the kettle-drummer, and the 
rest go with the Lord Lieutenant; but, 
until you are prepared to abolish the 
Viceregal system altogether, let us have 
everything that adds to its lustre and 
its glory. I have never seen the Lord 
Lieutenant in State in Ireland; but I 
believe that at times, it is a very glorious 
sight. I believe it pleases our people, 
because our people are not a democratic 
people. They have not been impreg- 
nated with your principles of democracy 
at all. The Irish people are by tradi- 
tion and by religion, aristocratic. [A 
laugh.) It is a fact, and let us not de- 
ceive ourselves. The Irish people are 
by race, religion, and tradition, aristo- 
cratic; at‘all events, they are not demo- 
cratic in the sense the word is under- 
stood in England. [ ‘Oh!”} You 
do not understand the true meaning of 
democracy. The Irish people have 
never been inoculated with demo- 
eracy. Let us have our Ulster King- 
of-Arms. If my hon. Friend (Mr. 
Clancy) recognizes the truth of these. 
statements, he will withdraw his Mo- 
tion, although, as I said at the out- 
set, if he presses it to a division, I 
shall be bound to follow him into the 
Lobby. 

Mr. O‘HANLON (Cavan, E.) : I must 
join my hon. Friends in protesting 
against this Vote. The Conservatives 
in the district from which I come know 
little about the office of Sir Bernard 
Burke, and the Liberals are just in the 
same position as far as that is concerned. 
The Chief Secretary is unable to explain 
the duties of the Ulster King-of-Arms, 
and that, to my mind, is a most extra- 
ordinary fact. I cannot understand how 
it is possible for the Committee to be 
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asked to vote away money for an office 
which is of no real advantage to the 
ple of Ireland. I trust that the 
ivision which is to be taken will lead 
to the abolition of this absurd office. 

Mr. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
bourne): I am bound to say I listened 
with great interest to the speech of my 
hon. Friend the Member for South Tip- 
perary (Mr. J. O‘Conner) in which he 
advocated the retention of aristocratic 
usages of which Conservatives usually 
think there is too little in Ireland. [ Jn- 
terruption.| I also listened with interest 
to the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland, a 
speech which may be summed up ina 
couple of lines, which are probably 
familiar to hon. Gentlemen opposite, as 
lines written by one of their Leaders not 
many years ago— 

“ Let laws and learning, wealth and 

commerce die, 
But save, oh save, our old nobility ! ”’ 
[ Interruption. 

Mr. ARTHUR O‘CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I rise to Order, Mr. Courtney. 

wish to know whether the hon. Gen- 
tleman, being in possession of the Com- 
mittee, is not entitled to proceed without 
interruption ? 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Of course, there 
is only one answer. He isentitled to 
proceed. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: I thought that 
would be your ruling, Mr. Courtney. I 
shall certainly proceed. We have heard 
from the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Tipperary an interesting dis- 

uisition upon the difference between 

emocracy in England and in Ireland. 

** Question !’’} I will not follow him in 
that respect, because I desire, as far as 
possible, to keep within the ruling of 
the Chairman, and to address myself 
with all seriousness to this absorbing 
topic. I find, however, a little difficulty 
in addressing myself in a serious spirit 
to the question of paying the Ulster 
King-of-Arms £920 a-year, the Athlone 
Pursuivant-of-Arms £20 a-year, and 
sundry allowances for kettle-drummers 
and other personages of a similar kind. 
Anybody who has been in the habit of 
watching with care Royal pageants must 
be struck with the ridiculous aspects they 
assume. [Jnterruption.] If 1 were not 
afraid of a fresh howl from hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite I would comment upon 
the tomfoolery of these Royal exhibi- 
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tions. No one with common sense can 
look seriously upon these matters; and 
therefore we are bound, in the fulfilment 
of our duty as the Representatives of 
persons who do not enjoy large salaries 
such as the Ulster King-of-Arms and 
such like people get for doing nothing, 
and as the Representatives of persons 
who are not in the habit of having their 
names genealogically and _ historically 
reported uponinthe pages of Sir Bernard 
Burke, to protest against the continual 
voting of money for these ridiculous 
personages. I want to know who and 
what the Athlone Pursuivant-of-Arms is? 
I believe the question has already been 
asked twice this evening ; but if it has 
been asked twice it has not been answered, 
and that is all the more reason why it 
should be asked a third time. It is incom- 
prehensible that we should be seriously 
asked to vote away money for people 
whose names and duties we cannot ascer- 
tain. I suggest that the allowance to 
the Ulster King-of-Arms be refused and 
given to somebody who does something. 
I observe that there is an office cleaner 
who is paid £30 a-year, and a porter 
and messenger who receives £76 a-year. 
As it may be taken for granted that the 
office cleaner and porter and messenger 
do five or six times as much work as the 
Ulster King-of-Arms and the Athlone 
Pursuivant-of-Arms, I would humbly 
suggest that we should discontinue the 
salaries to the latter functionaries, and 
apply some portion of the money to those 
who work for their living, and let the 
remainder go back into the pockets of the 
people who are now called upon to sup- 
ply these salaries. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 62; 
Noes 172: Majority 110.—(Div. List, 
No. 29.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I cannot 
allow this Vote for the sum of £40 for 
the Insignia and Banners of the Order 
of St. Patrick, and £20 for Emblazoning 
Arms, &c., to pass without dividing 
against it, at least unless some assurance 
is given that it will not be repeated. I 
do not know what are the customs of 
this country in matters of this kind; but 
I do know something of the Order of 
St. Patrick, and I feel bound to protest 
against spending any further sums of 
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blic money on that barren insignia. 
he wish of the people of Ireland is 
that, at any rate, no more money should 
be spent upon it. But I wish to say, 
besides, that there is a principle involved 
in this sum of £60, because from time 
to time very much larger sums are called 
for in connection with the Order on the 
installation of Knights, when any Im- 
rial persons happen to be in Ireland. 
herefore, with the view of insuring 
that no more money shall be wasted on 
this Order in Ireland in future, I shall 
move that the Vote be reduced by the 
sum of £60. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £2,456, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1887, for the Salaries 
of the Officers and Attendants of the Household 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and other 
Expenses.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr): 
I have no particular wish to see the 
Order of St. Patrick abolished. I think 
if the Lord Lieutenant is desirous of re- 
taining these honours that the least he 
can do is to pay for them himself. We 
are, however, called upon to pay, and 
to this I strongly object. If a man 
wishes to have a banner in St. Patrick’s 
Cathedral for his family, I do not see 
why he should come upon the taxpayers 
of the country for the expense ; nor doI 
see why, if he wants his arms embla- 
zoned for the purpose of magnifying 
himself in the eyes of those who think 
as he does in these matters, he should 
come almost as a pauper and ask the 
people to pay for them. The people 
never see these banners and never see 
these arms; in fact, they knew nothing 
about them, and it does seem to me a 
mean thing for men who want honours 
for their own gratification to call on the 
public to defray the cost. Weare called 
upon year after year for these sums, 
although it is true that the present de- 
mand is not a large one. As far as my 
observation goes, these honours are not 
granted in Ireland for distinguished ser- 
vices. They are merely political grants, 
and I ask the Chief Secretary whether 
it is quite fair to call on the people of 
Ireland to pay for these honours? The 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Exche- 
= belongs to a family of renown, and 

put it to him whether he does not 
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progrteten eye ¢ an end to this scan- 
dal and allow these gentlemen to 

for them themselves? I ask the Chief 
Secretary to give us some assurance that 
this scandal shall appear no more on the 
Estimates. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Mrcnart Hroxs-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): It is not the case that 
when a person is made a Knight of St. 
Patrick the cost of his receiving that 
honour is paid by the country, unless 
special circumstances arise, in which 
ease a special Vote is proposed. As a 
rule, the fees paid by the Knight amount 
to £300; and, besides, he has generally 
to pay £250 or £300 for the collar and 
badge. These are honours appreciated 
by those who receivethem. The charge 
in this Vote is for a banner, a helmet, and 
sa on, which are placed in St. Patrick’s 
Hall, Dublin Castle, just as the banners 
of Knights of the Garter are placed in 
St. George’s Chapel, Windsor ; and they 
cost very little indeed as compared with 
thelarge expense charged on the Knights 
themselves. All I would say is that if 
the Order of St. Patrick is to be main- 
tained, and I understand that it is the 
desire of hon. Members that it should 
be, you must have this expenditure. 
How far it should be borne by the coun- 
try is a matter for consideration. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Oo., N.): I 
object to the Order of St. Patrick alto- 
gether. I have here a list of the mem- 
bers of the Order to whom I should like 
to call attention. Excluding the Royal 
Princes and one or two others, amongst 
them Viscount Powerscourt, there is 
scarcely any one of the Order deserving 
of the respect of the people. The Order 
is composed of men who stand in the 
position of convicted rack-renters. 

Tuz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is using language unworthy of this As- 
sembly. He must withdraw it. 

Mr. CLANCY: I withdraw the words 
in obedience to your ruling. I was 
explaining that these persons have been 
found guilty of having extorted exorbi- 
tant rack-rents for many years past, and, 
accordingly, their rents have been cut 
down by the Land Commission. For in- 
stance, there is the Earl of Kenmare, 
and I ask what respect can Irishmen 
have for men like him? The Earl of 
Cork is in a similar position; and then 
there is Lord Wolseley, who some time 
ago expressed the intention of leading 
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a portion of the people of Ireland against 
the Queen’s . [Question !’’) 
This is the question; and I say, fur- 
ther, that to this charge Lord Wolseley 
has never given a denial. There is also 
the noble Tord who has a residence in 
my constituency, but who is very seldom 
there, and he is about the greatest ob- 
stacle to the welfare of the little town 
near which he lives. What title have 
these gentlemen to be Knights of St. 
Patrick ? Let them call themselves by 
any other name than this. I think that 
half my objection to the Order would 
vanish if this anti-Irish gang called 
themselves by any other name than 
that of the Apostle of Ireland. It is 
absurd that, in the 19th century, Parlia- 
ment should vote money for the sake of 
having a few gentlemen pretending to 
be Knights and ready to wage war on 
horseback, when most of them can 
hardly keep their seats on the steadiest 
old nags that can be bought in Ireland. 
I shall persist in the Motion for the re- 
duction of the Vote. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) : 
I remember that last year there were 
two installations of noblemen in the 
Order of St. Patrick, and it was made a 
pretext for expending £1,000 in doing 
up a room in Dublin Castle for the pur- 
pose. My hon. Friend, therefore, is 
quite right when he says that the ex- 
penditure does not end at £60. It goes 
on, and no one knows where it stops. 
In the Estimates of last year there was 
a charge of £1,000 on account of the 
installation of these gentlemen. Al- 
though they themselves paid £500, they 

ut the country to the expense of £1,000 
or preparing the room in Dublin Castle 
for their gratification; and this is the 
reason why I, for one, oppose this Vote. 
The amount of taxation upon the people 
makes it essential on our part to oppose 
this useless outlay. I am bound to say 
that if these gentlemen would pay for 
the cost of installation there would be no 
objection on my part to their being 
made Knights of St. Patrick; but so 
long as the cost is thrown upon the 
country, so long shall I resist this Vote. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
says that the hon. Member for King’s 
County (Mr. Molloy) does not object to 
this Order. I, however, do object to it, 
and I say that it is a distinct grievance 
that the country should be called on to 
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pay large sums in connection with it. 
object to the Vote chiefly because I 
object to the Order. It is an Order of 
so-called merit, and is conferred upon 
men who are detested by the people of 
Ireland. Not a single individual who 
enjoys the respect and confidence of the 
ple of Ireland is a Knight of St. 
atrick, and I will go further and say 
you could not get any person enjoying 
the respect of the Irish people to accept 
the Knighthood. As sensible men we 
ought to get rid of this Order at once, 
a the fact that you cannot get a single 
man who enjoys the confidence of the 
people to accept the Knighthood is alone 
sufficient to condemn any Order; and to 
call upon the Committee to support such 
an imposture as this is mischievous. 

Mr. O’HANLON (Cavan, E.): I ob- 
serve that the amount charged for in- 
signia and banners for last year was 
£50; whereas this year the charge is 
£40; and I should like to know what 
is the cause of this reduction? With 
regard to the insignia, we have had 
no explanation whatever from the right 
hon. Baronet as to why this expense is 
charged upon the Estimates at all. And 
although the right hon. Baronet has 
told us that everyone who is installed as 
a Knight of St. Patrick has to pay fees 
amounting to £300, he has not explained 
whether this amount goes to relieve the 
taxes of the people? These are two 
points which I think the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland should fully explain. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, 
E.): I think the Irish Representatives 
would be wanting in duty if they did 
not protest against this charge. It would 
be interesting to know what the Mem- 
bers of this Order have done for Ireland, 
because it seems to me that it is on 
account of their having done a good deal 
of good for England that they have been 
made Knights of St. Patrick. In my 
opinion, they have done nothing what- 
ever for Ireland, where they have simply 
acted as an English garrison. Why, 
then, should we be called upon to pay 
anything towards the expenses of these 
Knights? I say that it is our duty to 
enter a protest against this sham, which 
most Irishmen look upon as a disgrace 
and dishonour. 

Mr. A. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): We 
are here asked to vote money not for the 
use of the Lord Lieutenant, but for a 
purpose which we are told is highly or- 











namental, I sayitis strange that these 
sums should be uselessly expended in 
the face of so many ints of 
trade and want of employment on the 
part of the ple throughout the 
country, and which is constantly made 
the excuse for not voting money for 
useful purposes. I protest against these 
Votes for ornaments in society ; they are 
utterly worthless, and the sooner they 
are brought to an end the better. This 
Vote is only one instance of the way 
these persons foist themselves upon the 
public purse, and I shall, for the reasons 
I have given, vote with my hon. Friend 
against this charge. 

Question put, 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 56; 
Noes 165: Majority 109.—(Div. List, 
No. 30.) 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): Before we 
leave this Vote I desire to enter my 
protest against a system associated with 
it which I consider to be unjust and 
vicious. It appears to me, in studying 
these Estimates, that establishments such 
as the one we are discussing are merely 
vehicles for reckless expenditure. They 
are, it seems to me, establishments for 
providing snug places for various per- 
sons—they are offices in which the duties 
are in an inverse ratio to the pay. The 
duties are light and the pay is heavy; 
and not merely do we find gentlemen 
associated with one situation such as 
this, but we find them cropping up con- 
tinually like Jack-in-the-box. They 
are, to use an illustration which was 
adopted some time ago, as thick in these 
Estimates as barnacles on the bottom of 
a Transatlantic liner. I intend to move 
the reduction of the Vote before I have 
done. I find that the Master of the 
Horse is put down here to receive £200, 
and I also find that, in the Vote we 
have passed, this gentleman is also 
down as Deputy Ranger of the Curragh 
of Kildare at a salary of £276. I find, 
further, that a gentleman described as 
Surgeon to the Household, is down for 
£100, and in addition to that I see he 
receives a salary of £245, and a large 
sum for travelling expenses, as Surgeon 
to the Dublin Metropolitan Police, and 
£150 from the Public Education Depart- 
ment in Ireland. Before we leave this 
Vote I want to enter my protest against 
it, because I object on principle to the 
coupling of offices in the way I have 
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described. It is, in my opinion, wron 
and immoral ; and aeonutainen things 


bad | it has this injurious effect, that it prevents 


deserving men from receiving salaries. 
The salaries go to people who are in 
occupation of four or five or even half- 
a-dozen different positions in the Public 
Departments in Ireland. To put myself 
in Order I will move that the Vote be 
reduced by £362, which is made up of 
£200 paid to the Master of the Horse, 
£100 paid to the Surgeon of the House- 
hold, and £61 13s. 3d. paid to the State 
Porter. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £2,154, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
of the Officers and Attendants of the House- 
hold of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and 
other Expenses.” —(Mr. Crilly.) 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): No one in this part of the House 
will disagree with the remarks of the 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Orilly). It occurs 
to me that the observations he has made 
upon this Vote could, with equal justice, 
propriety, and relevance be applied to 
every other Vote for Ireland; but as this 
question can be raised on almost every 
other Vote, and as we have had a long 
discussion upon the matter before the 
Committee, perhaps my hon. Friend will 
not persist in his Amendment, but allow 
the Vote to be taken. 

Mr. A. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): I find 
that under this Vote the Queen’s Plates 
in Ireland are provided — [‘‘ Order, 
Order!” 

THe CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Crilly) withdraw his 
Amendment ? 

Mr. CRILLY: Yes; of course, Sir. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £17,866, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in 
Dublin and London, and Subordinate Depart- 


ments.’’ 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): My hon.Friend the Memberfor North 
Westmeath (Mr. Tuite) endeavoured to 
raise his Motion preliminary to going 
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into Committee with to the 

risoners in the Barbavilla case. My 

on. Friend was unable to go into that 
matter at that time, and it was ruled 
that he could do it on this Vote. I 
would ask the Government whether they 
think that that inquiry can be entered 
upon conveniently at this hour? my 
hon. Friend is willing to go on wit 
it if the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland thinks it 
desirable. 

Toe OHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Sir Mica Hicxs-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I feel there is some 
reasonableness in the appeal the hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Sexton) has made. 
This is an important Vote, and the ques- 
tion the hon. Member (Mr. Tuite) pro- 
ew to raise will lead to considerable 

iscussion ; but we have been a very long 
time on the Votes we have taken, an 
the nature of the discussion we have 
had can hardly be said to have been 
important. I would rather appeal to 
the hon. Gentleman to endeavour to 
make progress with the Votes which are 
coming on. There are some following 
the one before the Committee which are 
not of great importance. I refer to the 
Votes dealing with the Record Office, the 
Registrar General’s Office, the Ordnance 
Survey—and which, I think, may be 
taken practically as unopposed Votes. 
If hon. Gentlemen opposite will allow 
us to take those Votes, we will consent 
to postpone this Vote, and also the Vote 
for the Irish Local Government Board, 
so that they may be discussed at a more 
convenient hour. I think, however, we 
may be allowed to make some further 
progress with Supply. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): I understand from my hon. Friends 
around me that they would be willing 
for all the Votes mentioned by the right 
hon. Gentleman to be taken without dis- 
cussion, except the Registrar General’s 
Vote. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


(12.) £819, to complete the sum for the 
Charitable Donations and Bequests Office, 
Treland. 

(13.) £2,414, to complete the sum for 
the Record Office, Ireland. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I do not 
wish to discuss this Vote for the Public 
Record Office; but I desire to ask the 
Government if they can give us any in- 


Mr. Sexton 


{CUMMONS} 
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formation as to who it is shall 
fill the vacancy which Ne agate: ? 
The position is an exceedingly import- 
ant one, and I have heard a rumour on 
the question which I should like to have 
contradicted or verified. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Mrcwaex Hicks - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): Ido not think the mat- 
ter is absolutely settled. 

Mr. DILLON: The appointment, I 
assume, rests with the right hon. Gen- 
tleman? 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS- BEACH: 
I think the Lord Lieutenant makes the 
appointment, with the consent of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. DILLON : I will not prolong the 
discussion, but I trust that the Chief 
Secretary will give us the information 
I seek as early as possible. 


Vote agreed to. 


(14.) £8,826, to complete the sum for 
the Valuation and Boundary Survey, 
Treland. 

Resolutions to be reported. 


Cuass III.—Law anp Justice. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £29,041, be 
ted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3ist day of March 1887, of Criminal Prose- 
cutions and other Law Charges in Ireland, in- 
cluding certain Allowances under the Act 15 
and 16 Vic. c, 83.” 


Mr. DILLON: (Mayo, E.): Surely it 
is not proposed to take this Vote to- 
night ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpx Cuvurcur1) 
(Paddington, 8.): It is proposed to post- 
pone the contentious Irish Votes, and 
to proceed with the English Votes. 

Mr. DILLON : That would not be in 
accordance with the arrangement just 
arrived at. Several English Members 
below the Gangway on this (the Oppo- 
sition) side of the House have come to 
us Irish Members to ask if the Irish 
Votes were likely to occupy the rest of 
the night. We have told them that they 
would, and I therefore do not think it 
fair, when those English Members have 
gone away, that we should take import- 
ant English Votes in their absence. - 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL : 
The hon. Member cannot expect the 
Government to agree to such an arrange- 
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ment as that which he has brought for- 
ward, and which he alleges has been 
arrived at. We are most anxious to 
meet the legitimate views of hon. Mem- 
bers, and my right hon. Friend the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland has agreed that 
the Vote which might be expected to 
give rise to some discussion shall be 
postponed until to-morrow, when it will 
be more convenient for hon. Members 
opposite to discuss it; but we obviously 
cannot meet the expectations of those 
hon. Members who think that the Go- 
vernment should at this hour stop all 
further progress with Supply. Our pro- 
gress to-night has been extremely slow, 
and I do not think I am making an un- 
reasonable demand on hon. Members 
when I ask them to proceed further with 
the Votes. 

Mr. DILLON: What are the Votes 
it is proposed to go on with ? The Votes 
for Law Charges in England have all 
been passed. 

Mr. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): I think we have a right to pro- 
test against the course the Government 

ropose. I know the noble Lord (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) is a master of sur- 

rises, s0 that nothing that he can do 
is likely very much to astonish any of 
us. I came here this evening under the 
full idea and impression that we were 
to discuss the Irish Votes, and not 
the English Votes; and it is a very 
extraordinary thing that at this hour of 
the night we should be asked to turn 
our attention from what has been occu- 
pying it all the evening, and to go on 
with English Votes which we had been 
led to believe would not be taken. Many 
of us are not gh pba to discuss, with a 

roper amount of care and attention, the 

nglish Votes which we did not expect 
to come on, and which are only brought 
before us now by surprise. This is an- 
other of those un-Constitutional practices 
to which the noble Lord is so partial. I 
must protest against his action; and, 
therefore, I will move to report Pro- 


gress. 
Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
I certainly am surprised at the course 
taken by the noble Lord, and the reason 
for that surprise is this. I remember 
when the noble Lord occupied a place 
on this Bench below the Gangway, and 
other noble Lords and Marquesses sat on 
the Bench he now occupies above the 
Gangway —— [“ Order, order!’”] 


VOL. OCCIX. [turn senres.] 
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Tuz CHAIRMAN: The course the 


discussion is taking is altogether irre- 
gular. The Vote before the Committee 
is the first Vote in Class III. 

Several hon. Mempers: No; Pro- 
gress. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: The Vote has not 
been withdrawn. It is irregular to go 
on discussing the course the Government 
propose to take. 

r. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): I moved to report Progress. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: No; no such Mo- 
tion reached me. 

Mr.CONYBEARE: I certainly moved 
to report Progress. 

Several hon. Memsens: 


gress. 
Tue CHAIRMAN : I did not put the 
Motion. 
Mz.CONYBEARE : I certainly moved 
it. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.””— 
(Mr. Conybeare. ) 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): It seems to me that the position 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer does 
not appear to be an unreasonable one. I 
think, as the noble Lord indicated, we 
ought to be now prepared to get through 
acertain amount of Business so as to 
leave more time for discussion in the 
future upon those important Votes which 
are postponed and which are conten- 
tious. would, therefore, suggest to 
my hon. Friend (Mr. Conybeare) that 
he would do well to withdraw his 
Motion. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The Go- 
vernment say that the Vote before us is 
the firstin Class III. Ithink the whole 
of the English Votes in Class III. have 
been voted. Is it the first Irish Vote 
that they propose to take? 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Beacz) 
(Bristol, W.): There is some mistake. 
We were not aware that the first Votes 
in Class III. had been taken, and that 
the first of the remaining Votes in that 
Class was that for Criminal Prosecutions 
in Ireland. We, therefore, propose to 
take the first Vote in Class Iv. 

Mr. DILLON: And what is that? 

An hon. Memsrr: Public Education 
in England. 


L 


Yes; Pro- 
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Mr. DILLON: To tell us that the 
Vote for Public Education in England, 
one of the largest and most important 
Votes on the Estimates, should be taken 
sud stlentio, is most absurd. I must say 
that the Government have endeavoured 
to make a most singular bargain, and a 
most extraordinary feeling appears to 
prevail on the opposite Benches. 

An hon. Memwser: You have not the 
control of the House. 

Mr. DILLON: Someone over there 
says we have not the control of the 
House. That is perfectly true. But I 
wish to point out to the Committee, as 
I have already said, that some English 
Members came to us earlier in the 
evening and asked this question—whe- 
ther or not we thought that the Irish 
Votes would occupy the whole of our 
time to-night? We, of course, answered 
in the affirmative, and that answer went 
round amongst hon. Members. As a 
mere matter of courtesy to these hon. 
Gentlemen who have gone home on the 
understanding that the Irish Votes 
would occupy the whole of the evening, 
I think we are bound to postpone these 
important English Estimates. It is 
a very common arrangement, as hon. 
Members know, to give each other in- 
formation of this kind, as far as we can 
anticipate the course of proceeding on 
matters in which we are especially in- 
terested. We were notoriously within 
our knowledge in saying that if the 
Votes were taken as they were on the 
Paper, and discussed in the ordinary 
manner, the Irish Votes would consume 
the whole of the evening. Even if we 
had discussed them in a much more per- 
functory manner than we have adopted 
these Irish Votes would naturally have 
consumed the whole of the evening. I 
maintain that it was a legitimate thing 
to tell English Members, when they 
applied to us, that the Irish Votes would 
consume the whole of the evening. We 
have given this information for the con- 
venience of English Gentlemen; and they, 
therefore, went home under the impres- 
sion that the English Education Vote 
could not come on until to-morrow. 

Mr. F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): I 
hope the Committee will allow me to 
remind them that already considerable 
discussion has taken place on the Vote 
for English Education. The right hon. 


Gentleman the late Vice President of the 
Council (Sir Lyon Playfair) made the 


{COMMONS} 








usual official statement in an extremel 

valuable speech, and one full of detai 

in the late Session. The present Vice 
President also submitted his views, and 
other Members laid before the Commit- 
tee facts and arguments in support of 
their opinions. I, therefore, do trust 
that the former discussion may be re- 
garded as sufficient, and that this Vote 
may pass without discussion. 

Mr. J. O’CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
I, to some extent, agree with the hon. 
Member who has just sat down. No 
doubt the late Vice President of the 
Council (Sir Lyon Playfair) did make a 
very interesting statement. It was one 
to which I listened very attentively ; but 
we must remember that that statement 
was not made in the Parliament now 
sitting. It was made in the late 
Parliament, and there are many new 
Members in this House who did not 
hear it, who have not read it, and 
who have come amongst us with totally 
different views with regard to education 
to those which were entertained by hon. 
Members who sat here last Session. 
Under the circumstances I think that 
facilities should be given to those hon. 
Members to discuss the question of 
English education at a time when their 
speeches will have effect. I think upon 
this matter they ought to be allowed to 
put themselves right with their consti- 
tuency. I appeal to the noble Lord(Lord 
Randolph Churchill) to allow Progress to 
be reported. [‘‘ Order, order!’’] Isub- 
mit that Iam in Order; but as I do not 
wish to come into conflict with the Chair 
I shall not continue the remarks I had 
intended to make. I wish to put myself 
right with the Chairman ; on i I wish to 
say that I distinctly heard the Motion 
for Progress made. In pursuing my 
argument in reference to that matter I 
do not think I am out of Order. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The Motion was 
not put from the Chair. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): With regard to the Motion to 
report Progress, rather than proceed 
with the Votes in Class I[V., I must say 
I am astonished at the condition of 
memory of the noble Lord (Lord Ran- 
dolph Churchill). I would remind him 
that on twoseparate occasions I pointedly 
put questions to him, and to another 
right hon. Member of the Cabinet sit- 
ting on the Front Bench, as to the order 
in which these Votes were to be taken. 
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The noble Lord informed us that the 
Army Estimates would be taken first, 
the Navy Estimates next, and then the 
Civil Service Estimates in the order in 
which they appeared on the Paper. 
Trusting to that assurance, I, for one, 
have relied upon the Estimates being 
taken exactly in their proper order. So 
far was I from anticipating the possi- 
bility of Class IV. being taken this 
evening that I have not brought with 
me papers I had intended to use in re- 
gard to the case of a certain school in 
which I take some interest. I should 
not be able to do justice to the question 
in the absence of these papers. With 
regard to the second Vote in Class IV., 
it is within my knowledge that hon. 
Members who take considerable interest 
in technical education in Ireland have 
reserved themselves for another day, ex- 
pecting that it would be impossible for 
Class IV. to be reached this evening. 
Under these circumstances it appears to 
me hardly fair that we should be asked 
suddenly to consider Estimates with re- 
gard to which we have not thought it 
necessary even to look at the papers. 
If any further Supply is to be taken, I 
trust that we shall proceed with the 
Votes as they are on the Paper. I am 
sorry that the pledges given by the Front 
Bench opposite are considered by right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite as so little 
binding upon the Government. 

Tae CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranvoten Cxuvurc#i11) 
(Paddington, 8.): No doubt the Go- 
vernment have made a mistake in this 
matter, and it is one which they are not 
likely very soon to be guilty of again. 
They sought to consult the convenience 
of hon. Members opposite by postpon- 
ing a certain Vote in which those hon. 
Members were interested. They believed 
that hon. Members opposite desired that 
Vote to come on at a convenient hour 
to-morrow. A request for the postpone- 
ment of this Vote was made at half-past 
12, and an arrangement was made in a 
space of time that did not cover more 
than a minute. It evidently was the 
intention of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that these proceedings in Committee of 
Supply should come to a conclusion there 
ons then ; but that was certainly not the 
intention of the Government. Half-an- 
hour has now been taken up with frivo- 
lous discussion as to whether Committee 
of Supply should proceed or stop. Hon. 
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Members should be clear as to what 
their attitude is, An hon. Gentleman 
opposite has risen in his place and made 
a demand on the Government which is 
altogether unreasonable. [‘‘ No, no!’’] 
Yes; that is the position taken up by 
the hon. Gentleman. The demand he 
makes, so far as the Government are 
concerned, it is impossible to comply 
with. We do not feel at all inclined to 
give way, without very strong protest, 
to a demand which appears to have an- 
other object than to prevent the Supplies 
of the year being voted with expedition 
and decency. As to what has fallen 
from the hon. Member for East Donegal 
(Mr. Arthur O’Connor)—namely, that 
he received an assurance from the 
Government that the Votes would be 
proceeded with in the order in which 
they appear upon the Paper, I must say 
that, although we entered into a con- 
trary arrangement with the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Friends just now, we very much 
regret it after what has happened. We 
did it to consult what we thought was 
the convenience of hon. Members oppo- 
site; but for the future we will be very 
careful not to take any Votes out of 
their order. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): We understood that the Votes would 
be taken in a certain order. Certain 
Irish Members have, in reply to in- 
quiries from English Members sitting 
not on one side of the House alone, but 
on both sides, informed them that the 
discussion of the Irish Votes would oc- 
cupy the whole evening. If these Eng- 
lish Members came down to-morrow and 
found that over £250,000 had been taken 
for education in England without discus- 
sion, they would have a perfect right to 
consider themselves ill-treated. I can 
understand the anxiety of the noble 
Lord (Lord Randolph Churchill) to get 
on with Supply. it any of us were in 
his position we should feel the same 
anxiety; but I would ask the noble 
Lord to look back upon the evening and 
to say whether, as a matter of fact, the 
progress we have made has been really 
so slow as to warrant all these com- 
ments? When you get 14 Votes, many 
of them highly contentious, it is only 
right to say that good progress has been 
made. Hon. Gentlemen on both sides 
of the House will confirm me when I 
say that to take 14 Votes of this kind in 
one evening is not a bad night’s work. 
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As I said, I understand the anxiety of 
the noble Lord ; but I think I may claim 
the right to say that in representing facts 
from the Front Bench opposite he ought 
to endeavour to make at least an ap- 
proximate approach to accuracy. He 
says that the Government agreed to 
postpone certain Votes for our conve- 
nience. What happened was this. 
When the Vote for the Chief Secretary’s 
Office was called on I rose and submitted 
to the Government whether they thought 
it would be convenient—[‘‘ Oh, oh!”’) 
Yes ; those were my very words. I sub- 
mitted to the Government whether they 
thought it would be convenient to go on 
with a Vote of this importance at such a 
late hour? I said that my hon. Friend 
the Member for Westmeath (Mr. Tuite) 
was willing, if they desired it, to enter 
upon the consideration of the Barbavilla 
case, and I appealed to the Leaders of 
the Government whether they considered 
that such a discussion should be taken 
at such an hour? Well, they evidently 
did not think it would be convenient. I 
did not; in fact, nobody did. A dis- 
cussion of that kind once entered upon 
certainly could not be finished to-night, 
and no one would have gained anything 
by the arrangement. I put it to the noble 
Lord, therefore, whether the Irish Mem- 
bers did not appeal to the Government 
in a spirit, not impeding, but meant to 
facilitate the progress of Supply ? [*‘ Oh, 
oh!”] I put it to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Sir Michael Hicks-Beach). He rose 
and said that four Votes were not con- 
tentious. We gave way upon those 
Votes, and allowed the Government to 
take them without discussion. The 
noble Lord seems anxious to make a 
statement to the public. Well, he has 
made it; and I make mine. The action 
we took showed that we had no desire 
whatever to impede the Government ; 
but that, so far as was consistent with the 
due discussion of Votes on which ques- 
tions of great importance are to be 
raised, we were willing to give the Go- 
vernment, from now to the close of Sup- 
_ ply, every reasonable facility for getting 
through the Business. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I must 
say that the account given by the noble 
Lord (Lord Randolph Churchill) of what 
took place is extremely inaccurate. I 
do not mean to insinuate that it is wil- 
fully inaccurate; but it is distinctly 


Mr. Sexton 
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wrong. What took place was this— 
and I am open to correction if I myself 
am inaccurate in the statement I make 
—but I wish to give my version of what 
transpired, seeing that the noble Lord 
has made a rather angry charge against 
us, a charge which I maintain is abso- 
lutely unfounded—the Chief Secretary 
got up and said the Government were 
willing to withdraw the contentious Irish 
Votes provided we allowed certain other 
Irish Votes which were named as Votes 
of an uncontentious character to be dis- 
posed of. That is exactly what took 
place. When the Votes were put one 
of them was found to be of a contentious 
character. We pointed out the fact, and 
the Chief Secretary, admitting the jus- 
tice of our representation, assented to its 
postponement. Three Irish Votes were 
therefore taken without discussion. No- 
thing was said about the Votes in Class 
IV. What I complain of is this—that 
during the negotiations which passed 
across the floor of this House— and 
every hon. Member knows that I am 
stating the truth—three uncontentious 
Votes were disposed of without com- 
ment. Not one word of discussion took 
place upon them, and then the Govern- 
ment tried to spring upon us a number 
of Votes of which no mention had been 
made. I say it is unfair and unjust on 
the part of the noble Lord the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to turn round 
upon us and say that we have not acted 
loyally. I think, so far as the Irish 
Members are concerned, we have a 
right to resent such an accusution. It 
may suit the noble Lord to charge the 
Irish Members with Obstruction; but 
let him try it. We have not obstructed, 
and he is perfectly aware of the fact. 
He has shown us a good example in 
this respect. In former years I have 
sat here for many long hours whilst he 
has taught us the science and art of 
Obstruction, and perhaps the time may 
come when we may benefit by his teach- 
ing and follow in his footsteps. There 
is not the slightest reason why we should 
be bullied by charges of this kind when 
we have adhered most loyally to our 
ya of the bargain. We certainly shall 

ave to take a division against proceed- 
ing with the Vote before the Oom- 
mittee. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Oo., N.): 
There are certain questions involved in 
the Votes in Olass IV. in which I take 
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gress interest. For instance, there is 
the question of the Science and Art De- 
partment. [Zaughter.] Hon. Gentle- 
men vg Ue may laugh; perhaps they 
do not know that our Science and Art 
Department in Dublin is governed from 
London. Yes; it is. ft is actually 
governed from London just as much as 
is any other Irish Department. Then 
this Vote for Public Education concerns 
a large number of Irish people in Eng- 
land; and while we Irish Members are 
here we are determined, so far as we 
can, to safeguard the interests of our 
fellow-countrymen in this country. I 
can only say, with reference to what has 
fallen from the hon. Member for Wigan 
(Mr. F. 8. Powell), that I hope his con- 
stituency, to whom he has given the 
idea that he is a supporter of denomina- 
tional education, will watch his conduct 
this evening, and see that, when an op- 
portunity is offered for forwarding the 
cause of denominational education, he 
has taken the very reverse course, and 
has insisted on the Education Vote being 
taken as it stands on the Paper without 
discussion and comment. [‘ Order, 


order!” ] If I am out of Order I 
presume the Chairman will correct 
me. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : The Question be- 
fore the Committee is that I report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again. 

Mr. CLANCY: I am willing to obey 
you, Sir; but I am not willing to obey 
the instructions of amateur Chairmen. 
I repeat that there are several questions 
on these Estimates that we are quite as 
much interested in as we are in Irish 
questions, expressly so called. 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): I my- 
self am very much interested in this 
question of education, and am prepared 
to bring forward several questions which 
I think will commend themselves to the 
Vice President of the Privy Council (Sir 
Henry Holland), if I have a fair oppor- 
tunity of doingso. We to-night under- 
stood from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks-Beach) that in giving 
way on these Votes which we have 
just passed, on one of which I had in- 
tended to speak—I have voluminous 
notes here which I had intended to use 
—I say that we understood in giving 
way that only Irish Votes would be 
dealt with. I am prepared to deal with 
the Education Question even now; but 
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it is only fair to take into consideration 
the interests of those English Members 
who have been led astray with regard 
to the action of the Committee to-night, 
and who have gone away believing that 
we should not proceed beyond the Irish 
Votes. These hon. Gentlemen would 
feel a serious grievance if no oppor- 
tunity is given them of discussing such 
an important Vote as this for education. 
As to what has fallen from the hon. 
Member for Wigan (Mr. F. 8. Powell), 
I would point out that last Session we 
had no opportunity of discussing the 
Education Question atall. [‘‘ Oh, oh "7 
Hon. Gentlemen may say ‘‘Oh, oh!’ 
but the ‘‘Oh, oh’s!” were not here 
then. They know nothing about it. 
Where ignorance is bliss it is folly to 
be wise. A statement was made bya 
Minister of the Crown on the Education 
Estimates in the last Session of Parlia- 
ment; but we who take an interest in 
the question were limited to one speech. 
The speeches made were so very few 
that they attracted no public attention 
at the time. Only some half-a-dozen 
Members spoke, and their remarks were 
mainly devoted to the subject of techni- 
cal education. On the question of edu- 
cation as it stands we shall be able, if 
we have a proper opportunity, to enter 
into the particulars of the grievances 
we have in regard to the Science and 
Art Department and the ordinary school 
institution. The hon. Member for Wigan 
(Mr. F. 8. Powell) knows right well 
that we had no opportunity of bringing 
up these matters in the last Parliament. 

0 opportunity was allowed, and we 
depended upon the new Parliament for 
an opportunity being given to discuss 
the Votesat length. On this Education 
Vote I am prepared to ventilate other 
grievances, and there are other Gentle- 
men who are equally interested in the 
matter, and I appeal for them as well as 
for myself. I do protest against our 
being called upon at this late hour to 
discuss Votes of such importance, espe- 
cially after the understanding which has 
been come to. The other day I was 
proud to bring forward a grievance with 
regard to denominational schools. There 
are particular cases in connection with 
that matter that I wish to bring forward 
on the Education Vote. I and others 
will be prepared to deal with these mat- 
ters if the Government will give us a 
little time. 
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Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.): Does the noble Lord oppo- 
site (Lord Randolph Churchill) see any 
use in prolonging this discussion? Had 
we not much better go on with the Bel- 
fast Riots Bill, and pass it through 
Committee ? 

TazrCHANCELLOR or tnz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranypotrn CuurcHitr) 
(Paddington, 8.): The Government have 
their own idea of what is best for the 
convenience of the Committee, and cer- 
tainly are not inclined to take any sug- 
gestion, after what has happened, from 
that quarter. 

Mr. DILLWYN (Swansea, Town) : 
I never remember important Votes like 
these in Class IV., which affect our con- 
stituencies so vitally, being entered upon 
at so late an houras this. I heard what 
took place between the hon. Member 
for Belfast (Mr. Sexton) and the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach), and there seemed to me to be a 
clear understanding between them that 
the three Irish Votes which have been 

assed should be taken without criticism. 

“No, no!”] Yes; that was what I 
understood. We were to take the three 
Trish Votes which were not contentious, 
and then report Progress. I certainly 
think it would be very unfair to go on 
with the Education Votes, seeing that 
English Members have gone away on 
the understanding that these Votes 
would not be taken. I repeat that the 
Vote is one which materially affects the 
English constituencies. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicks - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I thought the desire of 
the hon. Member for Swansea (Mr. 
Dillwyn) to promote progress in Supply 
would be the same whatever Govern- 
ment was in Office ; but I appear to have 
been mistaken. I remember very dif- 
ferent sentiments from those which have 
fallen from the hon. Gentleman being 
expressed by bim when his own Party 
were in power. I distinctly deny that 
an understanding was entered into by 
me to the effect that Progress would be 
reported after the three uncontentious 
Irish Votes were passed. I never said 
anything of the kind; on the contrary, 
in assenting to what I understood to be 
the request of the hon. Member for Bel- 
fast (Mr. Sexton) that the Vote for the 
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Chief Secretary’s Office should not be 
proceeded with to-night, I asked hon. 
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Members to consent to take what I be- 
lieved to be three or four unopposed Votes 
which would obviously not occupy time, 
and which as a matter of fact, did not 
occupy more than a minute in being put 
from the Chair. Then I went on to say 
that I apprehended that in no case would 
the Committee consent to report Pro- 
gress at so early an hour as 20 minutes 
to 1 o’clock. [‘‘No,no!”] I venture 
to say that it must have been obvious to 
the Committee that it was in my mind 
that we should proceed with other Votes 
after disposing of the three uncontentious 
Votes relating toIreland. Ihad thought 
that Class III. would be taken, for I 
was not aware that the English Votes 
in that class had already been voted. 
But when the hon. Member for Swansea 
(Mr. Dillwyn) says that the Vote which 
it is proposed to proceed with is of an 
important character, and therefore ought 
not to be taken to-night, I would ven- 
ture to remind him of the important 
statement made by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the late Vice President of the 
Council (Sir Lyon Playfair). The Edu- 
cation Vote has already been discussed. 
I must say I am sorry I acceded to the 
request of the hon. Member for Belfast 
(Mr. Sexton), seeing the turn matters 
have taken. I did so with the view of 

romoting progress, but it seems to 
+08 had a contrary effect. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.): Ifthe right hon. Gentleman 
thinks it desirable we are perfectly 
willing to go on with the Estimates in 
their proper order. ; 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
The hon. Member for East Mayo (Mr. 
Dillon) repudiates the charge of Ob- 
struction. I do not wish to say any- 
thing about Obstruction; but I will 
say this—that if we are to spend as 
much time on the Votes which have 
to come as we have spent in an abso- 
lutely useless discussion of the Vote for 
the Lord Lieutenant’s Household, it 
will be a very long time before we are 
fortunate enough to arrive at the close 
of the present Session. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I do not wonder at the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland refraining from all reference to 
Obstruction, because I suppose he wishes 
to spare the blushes of the noble Lord 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord 
Randolph Churchill). I am surprised 
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at the argument which has come from 
the hon. Member for Wigan (Mr. F. 8. 
Powell). He says that the Education 
Vote does not require discussion, because 
the late Vice President of the Council 
(Sir Lyon Playfair) made a long state- 
ment on the subject in the last Parlia- 
ment. Surely the hon. Gentleman is 
not forgetful of the fact that the state- 
ment to which he refers was made by 
an ex-Minister in a dead Parliament. 
Does the hon. Gentleman mean to say 
that the present Parliament is exactly 
the same as the last Parliament? I was 
not particularly in love with the last 
Parliament ; but I must say that I 
looked upon it as a good deal better 
than the present Parliament. Certainly 
there is a very great difference in its 
constituent elements. [ Zaughter|. Yes; 
that, no doubt, affords gratification to 
hon. Gentlemen opposite ; but it affords 
equal satisfaction to hon. Gentlemen on 
these Benches. But their gratification 
and our satisfaction are founded upon 
the state of facts—namely, that this 
Parliament is different from the last, 
and that any statement of a Minister in 
the last Parliament is not to be taken 
as in any sense binding upon the pre- 
sent Parliament. I must say that the 
friends and supporters of the last Go- 
vernment on the Education Question 
would be more than astonished if they 
found that a demand made at half-past 
lin the morning that an opportunity 
should be given for the adequate dis- 
cussion of the Education Vote had been 
refused, and that the discussion had 
been shelved for a Session. The con- 
stituencies at the last Election would 
have been very much surprised if they 
had known that on the first opportunity 
the Tory Party had of discussing the 
Education Question they would take the 
course of endeavouring to smuggle the 
Vote through without comment by what 
I will call a stratagem, because I do 
not like to call it a trick. I protest in 
the strongest manner to the addition 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland has made to 
his original statement. I am sure that 
no one could intend less than I to cast 
any aspersion on the bona fides of the 
right hon. Gentleman. I was not 


present when he made his statement ; 
and, therefore, I am not going to give 
an account of what happened cn my 
own authority, Hon. Gentlemen appear 
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to be unaware that it is customary for 
an hon. Member to stand up in this 
House and express the views of hon. 
Gentlemen with whom he is acting. 
Well, all my hon. Friends agree that 
what the right hon. Baronet (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) believes he said, and 
what he may have wished to say, he 
really did not say. None of my hon, 
Friends have any recollection of his 
saying that he hoped the Committee 
would not report Progress at five 
minutes to 1 o’clock. The understand- 
ing was that if these non-conten- 
tious Irish Votes which had been re- 
ferred to were passed, and the Vote for 
the Chief Secretary’s Office passed over, 
Progress would be reported. It was on 
these terms that my hon. Friends ab- 
stained from debating the three Irish 
Votes that were passed ; but, in spite of 
their having performed their part of the 
engagement, up got the Government 
and sprang upon them a new Class 
containing one of the most important 
Votes in the whole Estimates. Now, 
Sir, fortunately, we Irishmen are not 
fighting alone in this matter. The hon. 
Gentleman sitting below me (Mr. Dill- 
wyn), who is so high an authurity on 
the Order of this House and the Proce- 
dure of this House, joins with us in 
stating that this Education Vote is one 
in which a large number of Members in 
all quarters of the House consider of 
the highest importance. Well, a great 
number of Members, as has already 
been pointed out, have already gone 
away, not anticipating for a moment 
that the Education Votes would be 
reached. Hon. Members went away 
after putting questions on this anljest 
to my hon. Friends. [‘‘No, no!’’] 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite seem to have 
no hesitation in casting doubt upon the 
statement of one of the most honourable 
men in the House. Let them get up 
and say that they do not believe my 
hon. Friend (Mr. Dillon), if they think 
it decent todo so. My hon. Friend has 
distinctly made the statement that seve- 
ral hon. Gentlemen have gone away— 
[‘*Name, name!’’] I would suggest to 
the noble Lord opposite that for the 
sake of decency, and to save himself 
from that which would be a subject of 
future regret, he should abstain from 
casting doubt upon the veracity of my 
hon. Friend (Me. Dillon). [Renewed 
cries of “‘Name!”} If hon. Gentlemen 
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are to be interrupted by these—I am at 
a loss for a word—these noisy demon- 
strations, then all decent discussion is 
at an end. My hon. Friend said that 
several Liberal Members had gone away 
under the impression that the Education 
Votes could not be taken to-night. 
Would it not be a singular thing and 
a surprising thing to these hon. Gentle- 
men to find that in their absence, at this 
hour of the morning, the Committee 
were plunged into one of the most in- 
teresting controversies which can take 
place within these walls? If the noble 
Lord opposite(Lord Randolph Churehill) 
wishes to enter upon a career of bull- 
dozing and brow-beating the Com- 
mittee, I can promise him that the 
heroic spirit that he himself practised 
for five years on the Bench below me 
has not been lost upon us 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On behalf 
of myself and my Friends, I wish to 
say that, whatever feeling the Govern- 
ment may profess to entertain with re- 
gard to our action, it is outrageously 
untrue to charge us with disloyalty to 
our engagements. It was monstrous to 
say that we have been guilty of any 
disloyalty in this transaction. The right 
hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland said he would withdraw the 
contentious Irish Votes in order to 
make Progress. Those Votes were ac- 
cordingly postponed in order that three 
other Votes might be taken. These we 
immediately gave him. There was no 
further understanding as to what should 
be done after that. Ido not state that 
he or any other Member of the Govern- 
ment gave us to understand that after 
that Progress would be reported. I 
say that frankly. But, on the other 
hand, he never said one word that 
reached our ears that he would not re- 
port Progress. I fully understood that 
the Government did intend to report 
Progress. What occurred after that 
transaction? Why, the Government 
have clearly shown that they did not 
look ahead at all. Let them remember 
what has occurred. Olass II. being dis- 
posed of, one would have thought that 
the Government would have looked 
ahead ; but they proposed to take Class 
II1., the first Vote of which is for 
“ Criminal Prosecutions and other Law 
Charges in Ireland.” I, of course, got 
up and protested against that Vote being 
taken, and the Government at once ad- 


Mr. T. P. O' Connor 
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mitted that it was another contentious 
Trish Vote. I say they did not look 
ahead, and no one on the Government 
Bench knew what was about to be done. 
They had to hold a hurried consultation, 
and when they found that all the Votes in 
Class III. were contentious they passed 
on to Class IV. I submit that that is 
not the way to do business at a quarter 
to 1 in the morning. I say, even they 
themselves did not know that this Edu- 
cation Vote was coming on. On the 
face of it, it is clear that they could not 
originally have intended to bring on for 
discussion at this hour of the morning 
a subject which is decidedly of the 
greatest importance, and a subject upon 
which in the present Parliament not a 
single syllable has yet been said. The 
course proposed is preposterous; and I 
say, if the noble Lord (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) thinks he is going to frighten 
us by hinting at Obstruction, he is very 
much mistaken in the effect it is likely to 
produce. 

Mr. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): It was I who moved the Motion 
to report Progress, and I wish to say a 
word—{ Cries of ‘ Divide, divide!” and 
interruption.| I wish to point out— 
[ Cries of “Agreed!” and continued in- 
terruption.| When hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have finished I will go on. 
I was going to point out that, whatever 
may be the merits of this agreement 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
or the Chief Secretary for Ireland and 
hon. Members who came from Ireland, 
that agreement does not bind us who are 
English Radicals. We come here, as I 
have had occasion before to remark, in 
the fulfilment of our duty. One of the 
most important duties we have to fulfil 
is to look after the interests of our con- 
stituents in regard to this matter of edu- 
cation. Education is one of the most 
important questions that can come before 
the House; and when we are asked to 
vote money at this hour of the morning 
amidst an exhibition of childish im- 
patience—when I see we are asked to 
vote away more than £1,000,000, which 
represents an enormous proportion of 
the total Education Vote, I think it is 
quite time that we insisted on Progress 
being separted. [ Cries of ‘‘ Agreed!” 
‘‘ Divide!” and continued interruption. | 
I say without the slightest hesitation 
that in face of the persistent interrup- 
tion of hon. Gentlemen opposite no 
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decent progress can be made. There 
are many of us who did not have an op- 
portunity of taking part in the discus- 
sion of the Education Estimates in the 
late Parliament on the statement of the 
Vice President of the Council (Sir Lyon 
Playfair), although we had many im- 
portant questions to raise and many 
important matters to discuss. I am 
glad to agree with the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
point he has put before the Committee. 
He has expressed his desire of seeing 
these Votes passed with expedition and 
decency. We are desirous of seeing them 
passed with decency, and if decency can 
be had together with expedition all the 
better for us. All I ean say is that neither 
decency nor expedition is likeiy to be 
served by exhibitions of angry feeling 
on the part of Gentlemen on the oppo- 
site Benches. I have only one word 
more to say, and it is this—if the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer thinks he is 
going to get this Vote passed to-night he 
is mistaken, for it wili not be passed. 
Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.): 
I desire to say that the remarks which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer states 
that he addressed to the Committee did 
not reach this portion of the House. I 
think the position taken up by the Go- 
vernment is more than unreasonable. 
They have already taken 14 Votes for 
Ireland and Scotland, and I can assure 
hon. Gentlemen who have had but a 
short experience in this House that to 
obtain that number of Votes in the 
evening is very good work. If the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will go back to the time when he sat on 
these Benches below the Gangway, and 
when he was a thorn in the side of Sir 
Stafford Northcote, he will recollect that 
one Vote at a Sitting was considered 
sufficient. I say that the programme 
of to-night has been adhered to. We 
understood that whencertain uncontested 
Votes were taken we were to report 
Progress; and we contend that the 
Vote which the Government are now 
seeking to take is, perhaps, one of 
the most contentious on the Paper. 
It is one in which Irish Members 
have a very great interest, and in 
which the people of Ireland have a 
strong interest ; and I assure the Go- 
vernment that it is one in the discussion 
of which we intend to take an active 
part. .The Government will perceive 
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from the attitudes of some of their fol- 
lowers that the Committee is not in a 
proper frame of mind to go to-night into 
this complicated matter, which wil. 
require for its consideration more cool- 
ness than is likely to be displayed on 
the opposite Benches. Be that as it 
may, we are determined that the Go- 
vernment shall not proceed with the 
Vote until we have exhausted all the 
Forms of the House to prevent it. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): The 
Committee will be aware that in the 
Parliament of 1880 we had some expe- 
rience of late Sittings; but in the Par- 
liament of 1874-80 half-past 12 o’clock 
was looked upon as the proper time for 
reporting Progress. It was then under- 
stood that Supply should not be con- 
tinued after 1 o’clock in the morning; 
and I do not think the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has any 
right to make a very strong protest 
against alleged Obstruction, seeing that 
no Motion to report Progress was made 
until half-past 12 to-night. In addition 
to that I may say that I recollect that on 
one occasion the Scotch Fishery Vote 
occupied the whole of the Sitting; at 
any rate, the debate was very prolonged. 
But to-night the discussion on the 
Fishery Vote has been confined entirely 
to Scotch Members. Well, Sir, taking 
the matter for all in all, I think that 
the number of Votes obtained by the 
Government ought to satisfy the noble 
Lord. The last Vote was eminently one 
for discussion, and I do not think it can 
be said that we have discussed it at any 
great length. It is unreasonable to tell 
us, under the circumstances, that we are 
to go on with a Vote of a very contentious 
kind at half-past 1 in the morning. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.): I think hon. Members. on 
both sides of the House will agree that 
the Chairman is as likely to draw a 
correct conclusion as to what was said 
asany Member of the House. You will 
recollect, Mr. Courtney, that you put 
from the Chair the Question that you 
should report Progress. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Oo., Birr): 
Several of my hon. Friends have left the 
House on the understanding that this 
Vote would not be proceeded with; and 
I am sure that if any one of them had 
had the slightest idea that this important 
question would come on, he would have 
remained to take part in the diseussion. 
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My hon. Friend the Member for Poplar 
(Mr. Buxton), believing that there was 
no more important Business to come on, 
went away, and I am certain that it never 
entered into his mind that this im- 
portant Vote would be taken. I appeal 
to the Government as to whetheritisfair, 
in the absence of Members more inti- 
mately acquainted with education even 
than the Government themselves, to 
bring on a Vote which these hon. 
Members can have no opportunity of 
discussing? I do not think it fair that 
the Education Vote should be brought 
forward. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Before we go into the Lobby 
for the first of what may be a long 
series of divisions, I appeal to the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
say whether it would not be more con- 
ducive to the dignity of the House and 
to our own convenience to settle this 
question without going into the Lobby 
at all? It is desirable that we shouid 
not perambulate the Lobbies for an hour, 
or an hour and a-half, to settle this dis- 
pute; because that is what will un- 
doubtedly happen unless the Govern- 
ment agree to report Progress. But 
there is no reason why it should hap- 
pen. The right hon. Baronet the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland has told us that 
he made an announcement to the Com- 
mittee, having in his own mind a clear 
understanding of what the intention of 
the Government was. The statement of 
the right hon. Baronet is, to my mind, 
sufficient ; but I am quite satisfied that 
hon. Members on these Benches did not 
hear it, and did not come to the same 
understanding. I appeal to the memory 
of hon. Members of this and of the last 
Parliament whether there is any more 
fruitful cause of dissension than these 
so-called ‘‘understandings?”’ Thereason 
of this is to be found always in some de- 
parture from the recognized position. 
Now, the understanding we had was 
that the Votes were to be taken seriatim 
in the order in which they appeared on 
the Paper. The Government asked to 
be allowed to take one or two non- 
contentious Votes, and these we allowed 
to be taken ; then a departure from that 
position occurred, the Government pro- 
posing to go on to Class IV.; but it 
certainly was never in the mind of Mem- 
bers on either side of the House that 
this Vote should be proceeded with. 


Mr. Molloy 
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Under these circumstances, you cannot 
get a very considerable section of the 
House to enter upon the consideration 
of the Education Estimates ; and even if 
you try, you will do nothing more than 
walk about the Lobby for an hour and 
a-half, at the end of which time every- 
one will be thoroughly disgusted with 
the proceedings. There is an easy way 
of avoiding this. [‘‘No, no!”] Isug- 
gest that the Vote put from the Chair 
—namely, the first Vote of Class IV.— 
should be withdrawn, and that we 
should recur to the Vote which we ought 
to have taken up according to arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. J. NOLAN (Louth, N.): The 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has made repeated charges of Ob- 
struction against Members on this side of 
the House. Now, I respectfully submit 
that the charge of Obstruction cannot be 
brought against me, inasmuch as I have 
not ventured to address the Committee 
throughout the evening. I have listened 
to the very temperate addresses made 
by my Colleagues to the Leader of the 
House, and also to the appeal made to 
him by one of the oldest and most re- 
spected Members of this Assembly. A 
deaf ear has been turned to these ap- 
peals; and I venture to say with all 
respect, no matter what the consequence 
may be, that [, for one, am determined 
to persist to the end in the present 
opposition to the Government. I pro- 
test against hon. Members being forced 
to enter upon the consideration of a 
most important Vote in an undignified 
manner. I think we may safely appeal 
to the feelings of right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to put an end now to what 
otherwise is likely to be a very pro- 
longed discussion, and one which is 
likely to degenerate into an unseemly 
wrangle. Hon. Members opposite have 
not displayed during the past hour that 
feeling which would lead us to expect 
that they would give a fair, calm, and 
impartial consideration to the Vote which 
the Government wish to bring on. As 
my hon. Friend has stated, the question 
of education is not a purely English 
question ; it is one in which tho Irish 
Members take a very deep interest. I 
have been for years engaged in the 
work of education in this country, and 
I know that there are hundreds and 
thousands of Irishmen in England, the 
education of whose children is a thing 
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which is very dear to them; and, with 
the exception, perhaps, of my hon. 
Friend the Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool (Mr. T. P. O’Con- 
nor), there is no Representative in the 
House to put forward their views. For 
these reasons I unite with my Colleagues 
in their appeal to the Government to 
allow the Business to come to a close. 
Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.): Iam sorry 
to see that the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer appears to be about to 
leave the House. 


It must be patent to | 
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everyone who has had experience in | 
| We are not anxious to remain here—on 


matters of this kind that it is useless to 
prolong the present discussion in oppo- 
sition to the large number of Members 
who support the Motion before the Com- 
mittee. Suppose we were to give way 
on the question and allow the Education 


Vote to be discussed, what would be | 


the consequence? There would be very 
few Gentlemen on this side of the House 
who would not have many observations 
to make. Irish Members are deeply 
interested in this question. A great 
number of us have been through Eng- 
land during the last Election, and we 
know from actual contact with Irishmen 
in this country that there are many 
ievances which they desire to have re- 
ressed. I may remind the Committee 
that my hon. Friend the Member for 
King’s County (Mr. Molloy) has given 
the names of Gentlemen—Members of 
the Royal Commission—who have left 
the House, but were very anxious to speak 
upon this Vote. It is evident that many 
English Members above the Gangway 
have also this question at heart. For 
myself, I take a very deep interest in the 
Education Question, and I shall certainly 
have something to say on the subject if 
I have the opportunity; but at this hour 
none of us can agree that this is a proper 
opportunity, and we think, on the other 
hand, that we cannot reasonably be ex- 
pected to sit here till 7 o’clock in the 
morning, which will be the case if the 
Government choose to keep us. I, there- 
fore, appeal to the Government to make 


no attempt to force on the discussion of | 


the Education Vote. I remember that 
in one Session the discussion on the Lord 
Lieutenant’s Household occupied the 
entire night, but on this occasion it has 
not occupied more than an hour anda 
half; and with regard to other Votes I 
may say that the consideration of the 
Vote for the Board of Works and other 
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similar matters might reasonably have 
occupied more time than has been ex- 
pended upon them to-day. I must say 
that if we had understood the Chief 
Secretary to make the statement which 
he alleges he did make in the course of 
his speech, we should have taken a 
very different course with regard to 
three of the Votes which have been 
passed. I think that the progress made 
to-night in taking 13 Scotch, English, 
and Irish Votes, including one most im- 
portant Irish Vote, ought to satisfy the 
ambition of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


_ the contrary, we are quite as alive to the 


desirability of getting home as other 
Members of the House. We may not 
have quite the same inducements ; but, at 
the same time, we have a great deal to 
do in Ireland, and after a very long and 
laborious Session we are entitled to have 
a long rest, and that rest will be quite 
as much needed by us as by Gentlemen 
opposite. I can assure the Committee 
that the Education Vote, when it does 
come forward, will be discussed point by 
point. If we bring it on now it is clear 
that Gentlemen opposite are not in a 
position to discuss it in a temperate and 
proper manner. The scenes we have 
witnessed for the last hour have had the 
effect of placing us in a state of mind by 
no means conducive to the proper con- 
sideration of the Vote. The word ‘‘ Ob- 
struction” has been hurled at us freely. 
I am bound to say that we have had no 
intention whatever of obstructing the 
Business of the House. We desire no- 
thing more than a full and open discus- 
sion of a question in which we takea deep 
interest, and we have certainly not pushed 
our opposition to an improper length. 

“Oh, oh!”?] I would ask hon. Mem- 

ers to go back and say what time this 
Vote would have occupied in a former 
Session of Parliament, more especially 
under the conduct of the noble Lord 
when he sat on these Benches. I do not 
think there are any grounds whatever 
for charging us with Obstruction ; and 
certainly, as far as I am concerned, I 


| repudiate the idea that I have made any 


attempt in this or any other Session to 
obstruct the Business of the House. It 
seems to me quite right that we should 
take any steps that may be neces- 
sary to prevent any further progress 
in the Estimates being made or oy 
We were firat told to consider Class III., 
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but this was changed, and we were then 
told to go on with Class IV. It appears 
to me that the Government did not know 
what Class to go on with, and I am sure 
that had they known at the time that the 
Education Vote was the first of the Class 
they would have agreed to Progress 
being reported. But they have got into 
a line, and they are determined to keep 
to it. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I rise 
to Order, and wish to ask whether the 
hon. Member is speaking to the Motion 
before the Committee ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Mem- 
ber is very discursive in his remarks, and 
I must invite him to be more precise. 

Mr. DEASY: I wish to impress upon 
the minds of hon. Members opposite 
that their interruptions will not have 
the effect of advancing the Business of 
the Committee. I shall conclude by ex- 
pressing a hope that on no consideration 
will the Vote which the noble Lord 
wishes to be taken be given to the Go- 
vernment to-night, and, if for no other 
reason, because the Committee is not in 
a condition to discuss it in a proper spirit. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I think 
it must be very evident to hon. Gentle- 
men who have listened to the remarks 
made on both sides of the House that 
there is a misunderstanding in this case. 
It is clear to me that right hon. Gentle- 
men on the Treasury Bench have put 
forward an arrangement which in some 
way has been misunderstood. There is 
an entire misunderstanding between the 
Government and hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, and I would appeal to both sides 
whether it is not possible for some under- 
standing to be arrived at. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 54; 
Noes 150: Majority 96.—(Div. List, 
No. 31.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. J. O'CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
I beg to move, Mr. Courtney, that you 
do now leave the Chair. 


Motion made, and Question put, 
‘That the Chairman do now leave the 
Chair.” —(Mr. John O’ Connor.) 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 55; 
Noes 154: Majority 99.—(Div. List, 
No. 82.) 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Deasy 
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Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.): TI 
beg to move, Sir, that you do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again. It 
is now 24 minutes past 2 o’clock, and it 
cannot be expected that at such an 
hour we should pass on to the discus- 
sion of such an important subject as the 
English Education Estimates. I am 
one of those who consider that the Com- 
mittee would best consult its own dig- 
nity and the advantage of the country if 
it adjourned not later than half-past 12 
o’clock every night, and I am quite pre- 
pared to join every League that may be 
established for early closing. It seems 
to me that it is most unreasonable to 
expect those of us who are private 
Members, and are not, like the Govern- 
ment, paid for their attendance, to re- 
main until the small hours of the morn- 
ing—those of us, particularly, who have 
to get up in the morning to do our own 
private work. I trust the Government 
will be reasonable, and will come to the 
conclusion which I think every reason- 
able man should come to—namely, that 
half-past 2 o’clock in the morning is not 
the time to begin the discussion of im- 
portant Estimates. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.” — 
(Mr. Hunter.) 


Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
would appeal to the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer not to per- 
sist in his refusal to allow Progress to 
be reported. He said earlier in the 
evening that he would not allow Pro- 
gress to be reported without making a 
strong protest. Well, he has made 
a strong protest. He has taken two 
divisions, and has been supported by a 
considerable majority. [ ‘ Hone hear!’’} 
I quite allow it. No less than 150 Mem- 
bers have stayed with the Government, 
all Conservatives; but the noble Lord 
will allow that there is a formidable 
minority, and that for 55 Gentlemen to 
be kept together at so late an hour in 
order to resist what they conceive to be 
an inconsiderate method of dealing with 
important Estimates is a most unusual 
thing. The noble Lord may choose to 
keep us here until 5 or 6 o’clock in the 
morning; but he must remember that 
he is dealing with Scotch and English 
Members as well as Irish Members, and 
that they do not think that British Esti- 
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mates ought to be dealt with at half- 
past 2 o’clock in the morning. [‘‘ Oh, 
oh!”}] Well, there may be some Eng- 
lish and Scotch Members who would 
like to go on with Supply; but, as I 
say, there are vthers who do not think 
that such matters should be proceeded 
with at haif-past 2 in the morning. My 
opinion is—though, perhaps, it is not 
worth very much—that the view of the 
55 Members is worth more than of the 
154. I maintain that it is no use con- 
tinuing this wrangle, and that nothing 
is likely to come of it beyond the keep- 
ing of us out of bed two or three hours 
longer. Enough has already taken place 
to inspire the Conservative pears 
[** Oh, oh!” ]—yes, they will all be able 
to write upon it to-morrow. The whole of 
this thing has been got up in order that 
to-morrow the Conservative papers may 
write that the Irish Members are offer- 
ing undue opposition to the Estimates. 
(Hear, hear!” ] Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite bear me out. Well, but we 
are not opposing the Estimates, nor 
have we been doing so. We have only 
been insisting upon the proper conside- 
ration of them; and I think such of the 
newspapers as are not blinded by their 
prejudices will say that, on the whole, 
there is a good deal to be said in favour 
of not proceeding with the Education 
Estimates at half-past 2 o’clock in the 
morning. I would point out to the noble 
Lord that he will not strengthen his 
protest by taking more than two divi- 
sions. Whether he takes six or two, 
it will come absolutely to the same 
thing. 

GenzeraL GOLDSWORTHY (Ham- 
mersmith): As an independent Member 
sent here to represent my constituents, 
and to assist in carrying on the Busi- 
ness of the country—(‘‘ Hear, hear!” 
and laughter|—I must protest against 
the proceedings of this evening. No 
doubt, half-past 2 o’clock is not a 
reasonable hour at which to begin the 
consideration of the Education Esti- 
mates; but I must say that half-past 12 
was, under the circumstances of the 

resent Session, a very reasonable hour. 

on. Members have been wasting time 
since half-past 12 o’clock. [*‘' Hear, 
hear!’”} cannot consider that any 
good would be served by dividing the 
House because the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland did not know the name of a 
subordinate in one of the offices. Yet 
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this was pre by the hon. Member 
for the Camborne Division of Cornwall 
Mr. Conybeare). I wonder if the hon. 

ember is acquainted with the name of 
the housekeeper in the office to which he 
referred. Unnecessary delay has taken 
place, simply because certain hon. Gen- 
tlemen below the Gangway on the Oppo- 
sition side have made arrangements with 
other Members occupying seats on the 
same side that certain Estimates shall 
not be taken. They have practically 
done that. Practically, then, the ar- 
rangement of the Business of this 
House is to rest with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, rather than with the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. I myself am prepared to stop 
here to any hour which may be con- 
sidered necessary as a protest against 
the waste of time which has taken place 
this evening. The hon. Member who 
last spoke—[An hon. Memszr: Hon. 
and gallant. |—yes ; the hon. and gallant 
Member who last spoke—I give him 
the ‘‘ gallant” willingly, for we served 
together some years ago. He said that 
the remarks on some of the Estimates 
had not been unreasonable. I say that 
those remarks were unreasonable, be- 
cause, as hon. Gentlemen opposite have 
desired to commence consideration of 
debateable matter at that hour when it 
suited them, I hold that the majority 
ought to rule the minority. I hope 
that will always be the case, especially 
where the majority is so large as it is 
on the present occasion. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): Mr. 
Courtney, I beg to call your attention 
to Standing Order No. 11, which is in 
these terms— 

“Tf Mr, Speaker, or the Chairman of a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, shall be of opinion 
that a Motion for the Adjournment of a Debate, 
or of the House during any debate, or that the 
Chairman do report Progress, or do leave the 
Chair, is an abuse of the Rules of the House, he 
may forthwith put the Question thereupon from 
the Chair,” 
and to ask your opinion whether, 
as Chairman of this Committee — 

“Order!” }—I think I am in Order, 

r. Courtney, in asking your opinion as 
to whether, having regard to the way in 
which the last two hours have been con- 
sumed, and to the fact that the present 
Motion is the third of the same kind 
that has been made within the last two 
hours, this Motion is not an abuse of 
the Rules of the House ? 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): On the point of Order I 
would like to ask you whether the plain 
meaning and spirit of that Rule is that 
the Chairman of Committees shall form 
that opinion of his own motion and 
initiative ; and I would like, further, to 
ask you whether, if any suggestion be 
made to the Chairman of Committees on 
a question like this, it should not come 
from a Minister of the Crown? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The observations of the hon. Member 
(Mr. T. P. O’Connor) are out of Order. 
Neither is it a question of Order to ask 
the Chairman what his opinion may be 
as to what transpires in this House. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The hon. 
and gallant Gentleman (General Golds- 
worthy) who has just addressed the 
Committee before this disorderly inter- 
ruption took place gave it as his opinion 
that in all cases the majority in this 
House should rule the minority. Now, 
if that doctrine had always been put 
into force no reform would ever have 
taken place in this country, because I 
never heard of any reform or change 
being made without its first of all being 
advocated by a minority. [‘‘ Question!” |] 
The question is, whether our position 
was a reasonable one when this wrangle 
was started ? [‘‘No!”] Isay it was. I say 
it was a position assumed in good faith, 
and according to what we understood 
to be an agreement; and, furthermore, 
laying aside that altogether, I maintain 
that the hour at which the proposition to 
report Progress was made from these 
Benches was not an unreasonable hour 
to make such a Motion. Hon. Members 
have totally misrepresented the position 
which we took up. My hon. Friend the 
Member for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) 
said to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland—[‘‘ Agreed, 
agreed!” ] We have not agreed. My 
hon. Friend told the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland that we were quite prepared to 
go on with certain Irish Votes if the 
Government thought it was convenient. 
The Government said they did not con- 
sider it was convenient. The hon. Mem- 
ber for West Belfast distinctly said we 
were prepared to go on with these Votes 
if it was convenient; but the Govern- 
ment got up and said—‘‘ No; we admit 
that it is not a suitable time of the night 
to enter on so important a discussion as 
that for Law Charges in Ireland; but 
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we consider that if we postpone this 
Vote we are entitled to ask for the 
assistance of hon. Members in taking 
three Votes,” which were named. We 
accepted that arrangement, and, so far 
as we are concerned, it has been honour- 
ably carried out. I maintain, therefore, 
it is preposterous to charge us with any 
failure to carry out the agreement which 
was arrived at. The hon. and ant 
Gentleman (General Goldsworthy), who 
was particularly inflamed, seemed to 
think that we claimed to regulate the 
Business of the House; he said that we 
had made an arrangement with English 
Members. Now, nothing could be more 
distant from the real facts of the case. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman is a 
new Member of the House; but any 
Gentleman who has sat for any con- 
siderable length of time during discus- 
sions in Committee of Supply knows 
perfectly well that nothing is more com- 
mon than for one class of Members in- 
terested in one class of Votes to come to 
others and ask the question—‘‘ Can you 
tell us whether your discussion will oc- 
cupy the whole night or not?’”’ These 
exchanges are the ordinary courtesies of 
the House. What happened to-night 
was this—a number of English Mem- 
bers came to us and said—‘‘ Do you be- 
lieve the Irish Votes will occupy the 
whole of this evening ?”’ We said we 
did believe they would. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman is quite wrong in 
supposing that we regulate the Business 
of the House; it is not we who regulate 
the Business —— 

Mr. DE LISLE (Leicestershire, Mid): 
Mr. Courtney, I beg to ask you whether 
the hon. Gentleman is not guilty of 
tedious repetition ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That is not a point of Order at all. 

Mr. DILLON: The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman (General Goldsworthy) ac- 
cused us of undertaking to regulate the 
Business of this House. We have not 
undertaken for a single moment to re- 
gulate the Business of this House; but 
we did understand that the Business of 
the House had been regulated by the 
Government, and upon their regulation 
we relied when we endeavoured to give 
information to English Members, which 
I have now learned for the first time is 
to be considered a crime in this House 
—when we endeavoured to give infor- 
mation to English Members, what we 
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relied upon was the ion by the 
Government of the Business of this 
House. We had frequently asked the 
Government what was the order in which 
they would take Supply, and they had 
always replied that they would take it 
in the order in which the Votes appeared 
on the Paper. Now, I want to impress 
on the Committee what the effect of that 
statement was. The Government, as I 
have already pointed out, had stated 
that they proposed to take Supply in 
the order in which it was placed on the 
Paper. Now, nobody can deny that 
fact; it was stated over and over again 
by the Government. When they stated 
that they would withdraw a certain con- 
tentious Irish Vote if we consented to 
take the remaining Votes in Class II, 
we were entitled to suppose they would 
go on with Class ITI. They commenced 
with the first Vote in that Class, and 
it was not until I protested against 
Class IIT being taken that they hopped 
on to Class IV. I put it to the Govern- 
ment whether that is a business-like way 
of carrying on the Business of Supply ; 
is it a mode by which order and decency 
can be maintained ?——— [‘ Yes!”] I 
say that it is not a way in which order 
and decency can be maintained. If you 
commence by trying to take one large 
Class of Estimates, and then, when a 
protest is made against one of the Votes, 
skip over 20 Votes and hop on to an- 
other Class, it is manifest that the pro- 
ceeding will end in confusion. If the 
Government desire to carry on the Busi- 
ness of this House as it has been carried 
on during the whole of last week and 
this evening—namely, in a way which 
is satisfactory to the country—[ Laugh- 
ter.| Hon. Members laugh at my state- 
ment; but I would refer them to a lead- 
ing article in the London Zimes of last 
Saturday, a paper not over favourable 
to us, in which Zhe Times declare that 
Supply has been carried on in a perfectly 
fair and legitimate way. I do not think 
that Zhe Times is doing us more than 
justice, and therefore I am justified in 
saying that the Business of Supply has 
been carried on in a way to satisfy the 
London Zimes. If the Government de- 
sire to carry on Supply in a fair and 
honourable spirit, they certainly ought 
to treat us with more courtesy than 
they have treated us to-night. The be- 
ginning of this trouble arose, as I con- 
tend, from a departure from the under- 
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standing which we loyall t; we 
loyally adhered to the rte ters so far 
as we understood it and heard it; and 
for the distinct attack made upon us by 
the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
there is not one shred of justification. 
I regret exceedingly the condition into 
which things have got. While it is 
perfectiy true that in all great matters 
the majority in this House must prevail 
over the minority, I must say that in all 
my experience—and it is very consider- 
able—I never have seen an attempt on 
the part of a majority, so small as the 
present is as compared with the present 
minority, to bear down the minority by 
brute force in such an unreasonable way 
as it has been attempted to be done to- 
night. I have seen minorities in this 
House of 5 to 1 stand up with less cause 
and win. In this instance you are not 
8 to 1, and the majority is made up, 
with the exception of five or six hon. 
Gentlemen, from Members on one side 
of the House. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I wish to correct 
a misapprehension which has arisen as 
to the Business before the Committee. 
It is not the fact that the Education 
Vote is before the Committee, though it 
is proposed to go on with it—the Frish 
Vote was never formally withdrawn; 
that is the Vote before the Committee 
on which the Motion was made to re- 
port eae 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): There is 
one lesson to be deduced from the pro- 
ceedings of this evening, and that is 
that the constituencies of Great Britain 
will know upon whose shoulders the re- 
sponsibility for the present state of 
affairs rests. Sir, I know many of the 
constituencies in the North of Eng- 
land —— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must remember that 
the Motion before the Committee is to 
report Progress, and that he must con- 
fine his observations to that Motion. 

Mr. CONWAY : I wish to point out 
that we have been asked to discuss the 
Education Vote, and that hon. Gentle- 
men have been returned to this House 
on the question of education. nr 4 


hon. Gentlemen obtained the Iris 

Votes on the understanding that they 
would look particularly to this Vote. I 
see many hon. Members opposite who 
were sent to this House on the under- 
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standing that they would give their 
heartiest support to denominational edu- 
cation—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is not confining his observations, as 
he must, to the Motion to report Pro- 


Mr. CONWAY: With regard to this 
Vote, Sir, am I not in Order in referring 
to the Education Vote, which there has 
been an attempt to take ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN : It is irregular to 
refer to that Vote at all. 

Mr. CONWAY: With regard to the 
Motion to report Progress, I will pvint 
out that it is the Vote for Education 
that blocks the way. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I have told the 
hon. Gentleman twice that he must not 
discuss the Education Vote, but must 
keep himself to the Question before the 
Committee. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): It is somewhat significant of 
the state of confusion to which the Com- 
mittee has been reduced by this discus- 
sion that we require to be reminded by 
you, Mr. Courtney, what the Vote is 
which is really before us for discussion. 
I wish to say that nearly every hon. Mem- 
ber of the Cesmaiiies was under the im- 
pression for the last two hours that the 
Vote before the Committee was that for 
education. [‘‘No!’’] Well, hon. Gen- 
tlemen on the opposite Benches give a 
negative to that statement ; but I repeat 
the statement. Every Member of the 
Committee, without distinction of Party, 
whether on the Conservative Benches or 
—{‘*No, no!”’] Well, if my statement 
be contradicted before I make it, it shows 
the state of intelligence and impartiality 
in which hon. Members on the opposite 
Benches are. Now, Mr. Oourtney, I 
will attempt once more to make my 
statement. My statement is that every 
Member of the Committee, without dis- 
tinction of Party, whether on the Con- 
servative or the Liberal Benches, was 
under the impression that the Vote be- 
fore the Committee was the Vote for 
English Education—[‘‘No!’’] Well, all 
I can say is this—that when we were 
diseussing the Vote before the Com- 
mittee, and discussing it as the Educa- 
tion Vote, not a single Member on those 
Benches corrected us. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite cannot boast that they were 
particularly modest in the cries in which 
they indulged, and therefore it is not too 
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much to sup that had hon. Gentle- 
men known the Education Vote was not 
before the Committee they would have 
corrected us. Now, Mr. Courtney, we 
are surely not now in a position to con- 
duct with decency, decorum, and dignity 
the Business of Supply. I do not make 
any appeal to the Government. I re- 
gret to say that it appears to me that 
debates of this kind in Committee will 
not, so long as the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph 
pene is Leader of the House, be 
conducted in a spirit of mutual conces- 
sion. The noble Lord has, for the first 
time in the history of the Leadership of 
this House, thought discourtesy a good 
mode of expediting Supply—[ Cries of 
‘* Withdraw !”’] I have not the smallest 
objection to withdraw the observation, 
though I think it is more than justified 
by the circumstances. We met the Go- 
vernment to-night in a perfectly fairspirit 
—we met them with fairness and impar- 
tiality, which, I think, might well have 
been imitated by some of the right hon. 
Gentlemen on the Treasury Bench. They 
made an offer; we accepted that offer— 
we carried out the offer ; the Government 
broke the offer. The Government asked 
for four Votes; we gave them three of 
the Votes without a word of discussion, 
without a moment’s delay; and when we 
had done that the gratitude and fair play 
of the Government was to forget their 
own promises, to swallow their own 
pledges, and even to try and force down 
the throats of the Committee one of the 
most important Votes in the whole Esti- 
mates. The country will judge between 
the Government and us. I think it will 
be seen that the Government are trying 
to make a case for themselves. They 
have no idea and no intention of carry- 
ing any further Votes in Committee to 
night ; they are making a sham demon- 
stration ; they rely upon the ignorance 
of the outside public in closely watching 
the course of the proceedings in this 
House to lay the blame, not on the 
shoulders of the Government where it 
really lies, but on our shoulders. I am 
glad to think that when the case comes 
before the public the Government will 
not be able to represent this as a case 
of purely Irish Obstruction. We have 
been supported by the most able and 
the most experienced Members of the 
Liberal Party—{‘‘Oh, Oh!” laughter, 
and cries of Name! |—men who were in- 
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telligent and honoured Members of this 
House long before some of the Gentle- 
men who jeer at them were politically 
born, and men who will remain honoured 
Members of this House long after 
those Gentlemen are politically dead. 
The last Motion for Adjournment has 
been moved by my hon. and learned 
Friend the Member for Aberdeen (Mr. 
Hunter), one of the most highly re- 
spected Members returned from Scotland; 
we have been supported in the Lobby 
by nearly every Member of the Liberal 
Party in this House—( Jronical laughter. | 
The hon. Gentleman who, though sitting 
upon the Liberal Benches, really belongs 
to the other side of the House thinks it 
right to jeer. I do not count him 
amongst the intelligent. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I invite the hon. 
Gentleman to adhere more closely to 
the Question before the Committee. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I think you 
will acknowledge, Mr. Courtney, it is 
rather hard to adhere to the Question 
when one is constantly interrupted by 
unseemly conduct on the part of 
hon. Gentlemen. I call upon the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, if he has any 
regard for the decency of his Leadership 
and for the dignity of the House of 
which, by a temporary accident, he hap- 
pens to be Leader, to put an end to the 
unseemly wrangle on which he has 
rashly embarked. We have fulfilled 
our part of the undertaking; we mean 
that the Government shall fulfil theirs 
if we can possibly do so; and we defy 
any misrepresentation of our conduct 
outside the House. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 56; 
Noes 148: Majority 92.—(Div. List, 
No. 33.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. DILLWYN (Swansea, Town) : It 
seems to me that I cannot consent to go 
on with an important Vote of this kind 
at so late an hour; and therefore I move 
that you, Sir, do now leave the Chair. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do now leave the 
Chair.” —( Mr. Dillwyn.) 


Mr. LEAMY (Cork Co., N.E.): A 
few moments ago, when the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Scotland Division of Liver- 
pool (Mr.T. P. O’Connor), stated that 
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for the last two hours we had been 
under the impression that the Vote be- 
fore the Committee was the Education 
Vote, several hon. Members on the 
Meo Benches cried ‘No, no!” 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer have both 
given their reasons for not accepting 
the Motion for Progress. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I think it right to 
say that I stated it was intended to go 
on with the Education Vote, and to with- 
draw the Vote for Criminal Prosecutions 
in Ireland, and that it was still techni- 
cally before the Committee. I simply 
wish to prevent hon. Members and the 
Committee falling into error. 

Mr. LEAMY: I have no objection 
that you should think it necessary that 
you should come to the defence of these 
right hon. Gentlemen, because it is the 
best proof that we were right in this 
contest. A moment ago you brought 
forward this contentious Vote, one of 
the Votes which it was agreed should be 
excluded, and you expect that the noble 
Lord would agree to the Vote bein 
withdrawn. Well, Sir, the noble Lord 
I think has confessed that we were right, 
and that he has been in error. It is 
proved conclusively—and let hon. Mem- 
bers take notice of it—that for two hours 
the noble Lord, as Leader of the House 
of Commons, sat in his place and did 
not know what was the Business before 
the Committee. I beg to support the 
Motion ‘of the hon. Member for Swan- 
sea. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I think 
it must be acknowledged on all sides of 
the House that to commence any con- 
tentious Business at a quarter tol in 
the morning is out of the question. It 
is a course which I do not think the 
Government ought to propose; and I 
must say, also, that nothing is more 
natural at so advanced an hour than 
that we should move to report Progress. 
I do not think the Government are right 
in prolonging this discussion, and of 
course it is impossible that at this hour 
the public outside can have any report of 
what is taking place on this question. It 
is all very well for the Government to ask 
to take non-contentious Votes at an un- 
reasonable hour, but this is a very differ- 
ent thing; and I am of opinion that it 
would be much better to get to other 
Business on the Paper, and close the 
evening in a satisfactory manner. 


M 
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Taz OHANCELLORor raz EXOCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpn CxuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): The hon. Member for 
Cavan (Mr. Biggar) says that he does 
not think it reasonable that the Govern- 
ment should proceed to contentious 
Business after 1 o’clock in the morn- 
ing. To a certain extent I think the 
hon. Member is right in that proposi- 
tion ; but we do not hold that the Busi- 


ness we are asking the Committee to | 
proceed with is of a contentious charac- | 
ter. The Education Estimates having | 
| they stand ? 


been discussed at great length in the 
last Parliament, we were distinctly of 
opinion that the Committee would be 
ready to make progress with them. We 
do not hold that the proposal made to 
the Committee is of a contentious cha- 
racter; but what hon. Members seem 
to forget, and what it is right that they 
should be reminded of, is that the right 
hon. Gentleman who is in the position 
of Leader of the opposite Benches, in 
the absence of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Mid Lothian (Mr. W. 
E. Gladstone), got up and asked the 
Committee to say that it was a reasonable 
course. Therefore, we have the high 
authority of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite for saying that the course of 
the Government is a reasonable one, 
and that the course which hon. Members 
below the Gangway are pursuing is un- 
reasonable. This is a fact that should 
be brought strongly before the public, 
and that the Government have taken 
three divisions against this very great 
waste of time, for which hon. Members 
opposite must bear the responsibility, 
and particularly those Members of the 
Liberal Party who, although in former 
days they were the greatest possible ad- 
vocates of more expeditious despatch of 
Business, are now the Leadersof Obstruc- 
tion. I repeat that the Government have 
taken three divisions, and have been 
supported by a large majority of the 
Committee. There is no particular use 
in continuing this discussion under the 
circumstances. The public will judge 
of the position which the Government 
oecupied, and of the difficulty with which 
they have to contend in conducting the 
indispensable Business of the country. 
I have no doubt that the proceedings of 
to-night will leave their mark on the 

ublic mind, and will produce the feel- 
ing that a very considerable alteration 
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should be made in the procedure of the 
House. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report gress, 
and ask leave to sit again.” 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Lask whether it is understood 
that in future the Government will take 
the Votes precisely in the order in which 


Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
The Government in future will cer- 
tainly make no concession demanded by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite which does 
not suit their convenience. 

Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): What the noble Lord had 
better understand is, that we have never 
asked for concession ; we never will ask 
him for concession; and we are quite 
willing to have open war with him. 

Mr. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): I wish to add that it will be 
well for the Government to understand 
once for all that, as Radicals, we are 
determined to see that the interests of 
the people are properly represented in 
this House. [ Jnterruption. ] 

Mr. O’HEA (Donegal, W.): I rise 
to Order. I beg to ask if it is in Order 
that these continuousinterruptionsshould 
take place, which, when a Member of the 
House is speaking, makes his voice in- 
audible at the Chair ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: If the-ton. Mem- 
ber attempts to speak under such cir- 
cumstances it is in Order to express dis- 
sent. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: I think I am 
justified in saying that, as far as hon. 
Gentlemenare concerned, they had better 
go out of the House if they are ex- 
hausted. [{ Znterruption. | 

Tue CHAIRMAN: As far as I can 
catch the observations of the hon. Gen- 
tleman they are not addressed to the 
Question before the Committee. 

Mr. CONYBEARE: But, Sir, I have 
not been allowed to make any observa- 
tions. I am attempting to finish the 
sentence I commenced with. I was giving 
the noble Lord to clearly understand, in 
connection with the Motion for Progress, 
that we shall continue to protest an 
having sprung upon us important Votes 
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in the manner that was done at an earlier 
period of the evening, even if we have 
to remain here for weeks. 


Motion agreed ‘o. 
Resolutions to be reported 7o-morrow. 


Committee also report Progress ; to sit 
again 7o-morrow. 


SUPPLY.—REPORT. 
Resolutions [10th September } reported. 


Resolutions | to 9, inclusive, agreed to. 


(10.) ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £8,326, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3ist day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Public Record Office.’’ 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have 
already informed the hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Treasury that I 
should be obliged to raise a question of 
importance on this Vote. I propose to 
move a reduction of the Vote by £100, 
part of the amount voted for the trans- 
lation and editing of Irish Papers re- 
lating to the Brehon Laws. This isa 
question of the utmost interest in Ireland, 
and in order that the Secretary to the 
Treasury may be able to cut short the 
discussion I hope that he will see his 
way to make this concession. My object 
is that this Vote may appear on the 
Estimates of next year, and not after an 
interval, as has hitherto been the case. 
If the hon. Gentleman will consent to 
strike off £100 of the Vote, it can be 
taken in the Estimates, of next year. 
We trust, by having an opportunity of 
bringing forward this question on the 
next Estimates, we shall be able to effect 
a reform which is of pressing import- 
ance. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £8,226, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Public Record Office.’’— 
(Mfr. Dillon.) 


Tue SECRETARY to tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): I 
hope the hon. Member will not press 
the Motion for the reduction of this 
Vote. AsI understand the matter, his 
object is to have a further opportunity 
next year of bringing forward this ques- 
tion. I think it is almost certain he will 
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have the opportunity he desires. My own 
eget hy is that the £200 pleas’ on 
the Estimate will not be expended ; in- 
deed, I think it may be taken for certain 
that it cannot be expended. I may say, 
as a matter of fact, that the gentleman 
now engaged upon the work is paid only 
when the work is wanted—he is paid for 
the publication of one additional volume, 
and has not to proceed with the whole. 
I think the hon. Gentleman will see that 
the amount now voted will not be ex- 
pended in the financial year. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
Do we understand from the Secretary to 
the Treasury that the editing of the re- 
maining volumes—for there are, alto- 
gether, 10 in Irish, six of which have 
already been translated by the most 
eminent scholars, whilst the seventh is 
in process of being translated, so that 
there are only three that remain to be 
dealt with—I say, therefore, are we to 
understand that the work of translatin 
and editing will be regularly continued 
I understood the hon. Member to say, 
when he was addressing the House, that 
the amount we are now voting would not 
be expended within the financial year. 
[Mr. ackson: I believe so.] Well, it 
is an unusual thing toask for money tobe 
voted when it is not for the financial year. 
I think it is irregular. There was no 
money voted last year for the purpose 
for which the present Vote is asked. I 
do not know that there has ever been 
money specifically voted for this purpose 
before. Hitherto, I believe, the question 
has always been raised in connection 
with other Irish Votes. Well, I should 
like now to know, if this sum is not to 
be expended during the current financial 
year, what assurance we shall have that 
we shall have an opportunity of discuss- 
ing the question some other year? If 
we do not get some assurance on that 
point I think my hen. Friend ought to 
force on his Amendment, so as, if pos- 
sible, to reduce the Vote, render it neces- 
sary for application to be made to Par- 
liament next year, and in that way afford 
us another opportunity of discussing the 
subject. 

Mr. T. P. GELL (Louth, 8.): I think 
if the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury will recall the fact that 
there has been no Vote for this purpose 
for the last few years he will be much 
more ready to accept the proposal of 


my hon. Friend the Member for East 
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Mayo (Mr. Dillon). The whole question 
of these translations requires looking 
info; and we ask that such provision 
shall be made for the reduction of the 
Vote as will secure that the subject shall 
be brought up again next year, when 
we hope to open up matters of great 
importance. The translating and editing 
of these works is a matter of great im- 
portance from an archwological, histori- 
cal, and legal point of view. Students 
in all parts of the world take great in- 
terest in it. This Commission has been 
sitting and drawing money from Par- 
liament for the past 34 years. Three 
Members of it were originally necessary 
to form a quorum; but the House will 
be astonished to hear that there is only 
one Commissioner now living, and that 
it is impossible for him to form a legal 
quorum—I refer to the Bishop of Lime- 
rick, Dr. Graves. 

Mr. JACKSON : I do not wish to in- 
terrupt the hon. Member; but perhaps 
he is unaware that the Commission has 
been reconstituted. 

Mr. T. P. GILL: That isa fact I was 
not entirely certain about. The infor- 
mation, at any rate, is not to be found 
in any of the Records of this House. I 
have been for some time engaged in 
looking up every bit of information that 
is to be found—in the Libraries, the 
Stationery Office, the Record Office, and 
everywhere else where information is 
procurable—in regard to this matter; and 
so far the information with which I have 
been furnished goes to prove that there 
is no evidence to show the existence of 
a Commission. On the contrary, there is 
no Report to be had since 1864. The 
Report of 1864, I understand, was the 
last Report published by the Brehon 
Laws Commission ; consequently there 
is every reason why we should have this 
matter gone into. There isthe greatest 
dissatisfaction amongst those who take 
an interest in Celtic studies in Ireland, 
in England, and, I may say, all over 
Europe, at the way in which the work 
connected with these Brehon Laws is 
being done. M.d’Arbois de Joubain- 
ville, and other leading Celtic scholars 
in France, Germany, and elsewhere 
have made complaints that there has 
been a Commission sitting 34 years that 
has published four volumes, and is only 
now publishing a fifth. The thingis an 
absurdity. Weask a very reasonable 
thing in requesting that this Vote should 
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be reduced, so that the matter will be 
brought before us next year. There was 
no Vote for the Commission last year, 
and we have no security that the same 
thing will not happen next year, and 
that it will be impossible for us to renew 
this discussion for years to come. All 
that the Motion before the House will 
do will be to give us another opportunity 
for discussion. The demand we now 
make, therefore, is not an unreasonable 
one. It will rob no one, and will only 
secure that the subject will be brought 
under notice again next year. 

Mr. LEAMY (Cork Oo., N.E.): I 
hope the hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Treasury will consent to the sug- 
gestion made by my hon. Friend the 
Member for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon). 
Of course, the hon. Gentleman will un- 
derstand that we who take part in this 
discussion are in entire sympathy with 
the work of the Commission. We desire 
to see the Brehon Laws translated, and 
all we want now is that we shall have 
an opportunity of discussing the work 
déus br the Commission during the last 
30 years. We are not quite satisfied 
with the work. It is, however, too late 
to enter into a discussion of that matter 
to-night. It is more than probable that 
the hon. Gentleman would not be able 
te give us the information we want. He, 
presumably, does not himself possess 
sufficient knowledge of the matter to be 
able to inform us upon it. 

Mr. JACKSON: I can promise that 
an opportunity will be afforded for the 
discussion of the subject next session. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Then I 
have the greatest pleasure in withdraw- 
ing the Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Resolution agreed to. 
Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH ACT (1885) 
AMENDMENT BILL.—[Buit 45.] 
(Baron Henry De Worms, Sir James Fergusson.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 (Confirmation of declaration). 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Seotland) : I would ask the hon Gentle- 
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man in charge of the Bill whether it has 
anything to do with Submarine Tele- 


graph Companies, whose monopoly costs 
the public so much inconvenience ? 

Tae SECRETARY to raz BOARD 
or TRADE (Baron Henry De Worms) 
(Liverpool, East Toxteth): The Bill has 
nothing to do with any Company. Itis 
the confirmation by this country of 
an international arrangement for the 
general protection of all cables. 


Clause agreed to. 
Bill reported, without Amendment. 


Baron HENRY DE WORMS: Per- 
haps the House will allow the Bull to be 
read the third time. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 
(Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. Jackson.) 
[BItt 46.] SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Tue SECRETARY to true TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): I 
move that this Bill be now read a second 
time. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W. and Sligo, 
8.): I beg to propose that it be taken 
to-morrow. 


Second Reading deferred till To-morrow. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Four o'clock in the morning. 


HOUSE OF VOMMONS, 
Tuesday, 14th September, 1886. 


MINUTES. ]|—Svurprry—considered in Committee 
— Crvin Service Estrares; Crass IT 
Satarres anp Expenses or Civit Depaxkrt- 


MENTS, Vote 36. 
Resolutions [September 13] reported. 
Pusuic Brrrs—Second Reading—Expiring Laws 
Continuance * {46 
Committee—Repor t—Disturbances at Belfast In- 


quiry [35). 
QUESTIONS. 


—_o—— 


POST OFFICE—ROBBERY OF MAILS ON 
THE RAILWAY BETWEEN LONDON 
AND DOVER, APRIL 8, 1856. 

Ma. J.G. HUBBARD (London) asked 

Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Whe- 
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ther his attention has been drawn to a 
robbery of Her Majesty’s mails, re- 
— to have taken place between 

ndon and Dover, on the night be- 
tween the 8th and 9th of April 1886; 
whether, for a month previous to the 
robbery, the bags of letters destined to 
the Continent, or some of them, were 
forwarded from London to Dover in an 
ordinary unprotected truck, not intended 
for mail purposes, which had been 
pressed into the service temporarily, 
and had neither lock upon it nor guard 
within it ; whether the judge who tried 
a man convicted of feloniously receiving 
a portion of the property stolen from 
these bags, expressed his amazement at 
the little care taken of them by the 
Post Office authorities; whether any 
attempt has been made, and with what 
result, to ascertain who was responsible 
for this apparent carelessness, and to 
ensure that there shall be no repetition 
of it; whether the Government will con- 
sider the propriety of paying some com- 
pensation for losses resulting from what 
appears to be a gross case of negligence 
on the part of the Post Office; whether 
the position of the Railway Company 
in regard to this loss has been investi- 
gated, and whether the Company was 
bound by the terms of its contract with 
Government to provide secure and pro- 
per carriages for the transmission of the 
mails; and, whether Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment will allow a Copy of the Con- 
tract with the Railway Company to be 
produced ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL(Mr. 
Rarkes) (Cambridge University): As 
the matter referred to concerns the 
Post Office, I have been requested by 
my noble Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to answer the Question of 
my right hon. Friend. The cireum- 
stances connected with this robbery 
were very clearly elicited at the time of 
the trial of Henry Andrews, who was 
convicted on the 4th June last, and sen- 
tenced to eight years’ penal servitude. 
The report of the trial is givenin The 
Times of the 5th of June, and the facts 
stated in the Question are substantially 
corrét. The whole subject of the ar- 
rangements made by the Post Office for 
the transit of the mails in the past, and 
for their safety in the future, was, to- 
gether with the responsibility of the 
officer in charge of the branch, carefully 
considered by my Predecessor ; and steps 











331 Crime and 


have been taken to prevent the repetition 
of such occurrences as took place during 
the repair of the mail van. The position 
of the South Eastern Railway Company 
has also been looked into, and Lord 
Wolverton satisfied himself that it would 
not be practicable to fix that Company 
with the responsibility for this most un- 
fortunate transaction. As regards the 
question of compensation, this matter 
was also examined by my Predecessor, 
who came to the conclusion that beyond 
giving compensation to the extent pro- 
vided under the regulations respeciing 
registered letters it was impossible to 
make good further losses. 

Mx. J. G. HUBBARD: I beg to ask 
my noble Friend the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Whether he will consider 
the question of compensation for at 
least part of the losses incurred through 
the official misconduct of the Post Office, 
which has a monopoly from the State, 
and out of which it makes a consider- 
able profit ? 

Taz CHANCELLOR orrusz EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranypotrn CxvrcHitr) 
(Paddington, S.): Of course, I shall be 
glad to givea very careful consideration 
to any facts which my right hon. Friend 
may think it his duty to lay before me. 
But he must not suppose that I pledge 
myself to anything he may recommend, 
seeing that I may not be able to take 
the same view with regard to compen- 
sation as my right hon. Friend. My 
impression is, that the immunity of 
the Crown in respect to such losses as 
these, which occur in the carriage of 
mails, is almost absolute. 


RAILWAYS (INDIA)—EXTENSION OF 
THE RAILWAY SYSTEM. 

Mr. MACLURE (Lancashire, 8.E., 
Stretford) asked the Under Secretary 
of State for India, Whether, taking into 
consideration the present low price of 
steel rails, Railway plant, and other 
necessary materials, the Indian Govern- 
ment will now proceed with the con- 
struction of those Railways which have 
been declared to be of urgent public 
utility for the benefit of that Country ? 

Taz UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
Joun Gorst) (Chatham): Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government desire to see the 
railway system of India developed as 
rapidly as financial prudence will per- 
mit. They recognize the low price of 
railway plant as an element which 
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tends to hasten the construction of those 
railways which have been declared to 
be of urgent public utility. The capital 
expenditure of the current year will 
amount to more than 10 crores of 
rupees, rather more than half of which 
will be expended directly by the State, 
and the rest by Companies under the 
guarantee of the State. The Secretary 
of State desires me to add that he is 
quite alive to the necessity of develop- 
ing the resources of the country through 
the extension of the railway system 
without delay. 


THE CONSTABULARY FORCES OF 
GREAT BRITAIN—SUPERANNUATION. 


Mr. HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, Whether, 
for nearly twenty years, successive Go- 
vernments have held out hopes to the 
Constabulary Forces of Great Britain, 
that the matter of their superannuation, 
after long and faithful service, might 
be placed on a more satisfactory footing 
by legislation ; if such hopes remain un- 
fulfilled; and, if, at the earliest oppor- 
tunity in the ensuing Session, he will 
introduce the Bill his predecessor pro- 
mised to bring in directly after last 
Easter? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marttuews) (Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir. I am aware that repeated efforts 
have been made during recent years to 
legislate on this subject; but, so far, 
without success. I am fully alive tothe 
importance of this matter, and during 
the Recess I shall consider the whole 
question, with a view to legislation ; but 
it will probably be found that this sub- 
ject will have to be dealt with in con- 
nection with the larger subject of Local 
Government. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
FIRING AT THE PERSON BY 
ORANGEMEN AT RATHFRILAND, 
co. DOWN. 

Mr. H. CAMPBELL (Fermanagh, 
8.) asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether he is 
aware that members of the Castlewellan 
Conservative Flute Band, after leaving 
Rathfriland on Saturday the 28th Au- 
gust last, fired off revolvers on the county 
road convenient to Rathfriland; whe- 
ther a bullet from one of these revolvers 
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was fired into a field in which a woman 


Poor Asylums 


named Downey was milking; whether 
the illegal conduct of the party was re- 
ported to the police at Rathfriland, and 
on what date; whether several shots 
were fired close to the house of Patrick 
Rafferty, of Letalian, his son standing 
in the door at the time; whether a man 
named M‘Oornish, of Dromena, com- 
ee that the same party fired deli- 

erately at him, and that shots were 
also fired close to several persons who 
were travelling on the public road at 
Dromena; and, what action do the au- 
thorities intend to adopt with reference 
to these outrages? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin 
University) (who replied) said, the in- 
formation he had received in refer- 
ence to the transaction referred to in 
the Question, as well as to that of the 
hon. Member for Mid Cork (Dr. Tan- 
ner), had led him to direct a prosecution. 
As that prosecution would take place in 
due course, whilst it was pending it 
would be obviously improper for him to 
discuss the matter further. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT — SCHOOL 
ACCOMMODATION—BOARD vv. DE- 
NOMINATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MACLURE (Lancashire, 8.E., 
Stretford) asked the Vice President 
of the Committee of Council, Whether 
it is the practice ‘‘ according to the 
present system of the Education De- 
partment,” even in cases where es- 
tablished denominational schools are 
willing to comply with the require- 
ments of the Department in every par- 
ticular, and also in cases where respon- 
sible persons are willing to provide suit- 
able accommodation equally conformable 
to the regulations, to grant School 
Boards the authority to erect schools 
at the expense of the ratepayers; and, 
whether he will undertake that the De- 
partment will defer their consent to 
such an authority being given, until the 
Report of the Royal Commission on Ele- 
mentary Education has been presented ? 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT (Sir Henry 
Hottanp) (Hampstead): I understand 
the Question of the hon. Member to 
apply only to a district where a School 
Board has been set up. In such case, 
as I have before stated, the primary 
duty of supplying further accommoda- 
tion, if needed, is imposed by Statute 
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upon the School Board; and the De- 

artment are advised that they cannot 
insist upon the School Board taking into 
consideration the accommodation offered 
by any voluntary body. This subject is 
under the consideration of the Royal 
Commission ; and, pending their Report, 
it would not be expedient to alter the 
existing law. 


BOARD OF WORKS (IRELAND)—IN- 
CREASE OF GRANT FOR BUILDING 
SCHOOLHOUSES, CLARE ISLAND, 
CO. MAYO. 

Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, Whether the Reverend J. Quinn, 
P.P.,Clare Island, county Mayo, hasmade 
an application for an increase of the loan 
sanctioned by the Board of Works for 
the building of school houses in his 
parish ; if he has received a reply ; and, 
if not, why; and, if, having regard to 
the great difficulty of procuring build- 
ing material on the island, as well as to 
the fact that skilled labourers demand 
much higher wages for their labour on 
the island than on the main land, the 
Board of Works will make the required 
addition to the sum approved of ? 

THe SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.) (who 
replied) said, the Question related to a 
grant, and not to a loan. The Rev. 
Mr. Quinn applied on August 28. The 
matter was inquired into, and he was 
answered on the 6th of September, and 
an increase of the grant has since been 
approved. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
EXTRA POLICE, CO MAYO. 


Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, If he would state the num- 
ber of extra police constables (if any) in 
the county of Mayo, and the total cost 
of their maintenance ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
The extra force of Constabulary in the 
county of Mayo at present consists of 
23 constables. The total cost is about 
£1,530 per annum, of which about £750 
falls on the county. 


POOR ASYLUMS (IRELAND)—ASYLUM 
AT MONAGHAN. 

Mr. P. O’BRIEN (Monaghan, N.) 

asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland, If he is yet in 
possession of the result of the inquiries 

mised by the Commissioners of Asy- 
ums for the Poor in Ireland on the 
following questions :— 

“ Whether the architect to the Commissioners 
of Asylums for the Poor in Ireland, after his 
inspection of the Asylum at Monaghan in 1883, 
recommended to the Board of that Institution 
several important alterations in the construc- 
tion of the buildings as necessary for the safety 
and comfort of the inmates ; 

** Whether the recommendations of the offi- 
cial in question included the carrying of the 
several dividing walls of the different depart- 
ments, which at present terminate at the ceil- 
ings, over the roofs, and the reconstruction of 
some of the ceilings which are cracked and in 
danger of falling ; 

“Whether the carrying of dividing walls 
over the roof is always insisted on by archi- 
tects in similar and other public Institutions 
under Government control in England, as a 

ution against the spread of fire ; 

“ Whether the Board of the Monaghan Asy- 
lum sanctioned the recommendations referred 
to, and received tenders for the execution of 
the works ; 

‘* Whether they have yet carried out the 
alterations referred to ; 


and, whether, if the Commissioners 
have made this inquiry, he will com- 
municate the result to the House ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micra. Hicxs-Bracn) (Bristol, W.), in 
reply, said, he had no further informa- 
tion on the subject at present. It was 
only the other day that an inquiry was 
directed by the Board of Control, and 
an architect had been directed to make 
inquiry on the spot. He should be 
happy to communicate the result of the 
inquiry to the hon. Member when he 
received it. 


FISHERY PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRE- 
LAND)—BUNDORAN PIER. 


Mr. BERNARD KELLY (Donegal, 
8.) asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Whether a pier has been lately erected 
at Bundoran, county Donegal, by the 
Board of Works, at a cost of about 
£4,000; if it is so short that it does not 
meet with the absolute necessities of the 

lace, and that a small steamer which 
ad been put on for the conveyance of 
pomnngey and fish from Killybegs to 
undoran, which is the nearest railway 
station, had to be given up in conse- 
quence of not being able to come along- 
side and discharge either passengers or 
fish; if the fisheries of Donegal Bay 
have lately been largely developed, and 
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large quantities of fish sent therefrom 
to the English markets, but that the 
trade is overweighted by the expense 
attendant on sending the fish a very long 
distance by road before it reaches a rail- 
way station, whilst a near one exists at 
Bundoran, if only the harbour were 
made convenient for landing at; and, 
if the Commissioners of Fisheries would 
approve of the extension of the pier 
aud improvement of the harbour, so as 
to effect the object so much desired ; 
and, if so, would he authorise the Board 
of Works to make the improvements so 
necessary, and thus help the fishing in- 
dustry of a poor district of country ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson), in 
reply, said, the bulk of the Question re- 
lated to matters which were not within 
his Department; but he might say that 
a pier had been erected at a cost of 
£3,500, the scheme and the amount 
spent having been recommended by the 
Fishery Piers and Harbours Commis- 
sioners. If the same authority recom- 
mended an extension, and the funds 
were forthcoming for it, the Board of 
Works would be ready to carry out the 
work. 


POST OFFICE (TELEGRAPH DEPART- 
MENT)— FOREIGN TELEGRAMS— 
THE SUB-MARINE TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) asked the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, Why Great Britain charges for 
telegrams to be sent abroad a rate (1d. 
per word) much exceeding that charged 

y France and other countries, and 
double that charged in the United King- 
dom; where the papers are to be found 
showing how and on what terms the 

Sub-Marine Telegraph Company ob- 

tained a monopoly of the communications 

between this country and France, and 
are enabled to charge more than 1d. per 
word for the few miles across the Dover 

Channel ; on what terms that Company 

is intrusted with the working of the 

Government lines to Holland and Ger- 

many; whether last February several 

firms in the City petitioned the late 

Postmaster General against the renewal 

of this monopoly of the Sub-Marine 

Company, and only got a reply to say 

that the Sub-Marine Company did not 

admit the charges against them; and, 
whether he will promise that this mono- 
poly shall not be renewed without full 
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opportunity of discussion in Parliament, 
and that the matter shall be dealt with 
in time to provide public cables if Par- 
liament shall see fit ? 

Tur POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Ratxes) (Cambridge University): Not 
a few telegrams contain only three or 
four words; and the hon. Member has 
not observed that, whilst a telegram of 
three words can be sent from England 
to France for 7}d., a telegram of the 
same length in this country costs 6¢., 
and in France half-a-franc. Where 
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there is a word rate, pure and simple, 
it is not unreasonable that the charge 
should be higher than where the word | 
rate is qualified by a minimum. At 
the same time, I may say that the mat- 
ters to which the hon. Member draws | 
attention are of considerable importance, 
and that they will form the subject of 
careful consideration when the relations 
between the Post Office and the Sub- 
Marine Telegraph Company are re- 
viewed, prior to the termination of the 
subsisting Agreement. The monopoly 
to which the hon. Member refers was 
granted many years ago by the French 
Government; and I can only suggest 
that the Papers may have been pub- 
lished in the Official Journal of that 
Government. The terms on which the 
Sub-Marine Telegraph Company is en- 
trusted with the working of the cables 
to Holland and Germany are stated in 
the Agreement scheduled to the Tele- 
graph Act of 1868. This Agreement 
will be found in the Appendix to the 
Report of the Select Committee on the 
Bill. Fifteen firms connected with the 
Stock Exchange sent in a Petition in 
February, calling attention to delay and 
irregularity in the transmission of mes- 
sages from the Continent, and express- | 
ing a hope that when the monopoly of 
the Sub-Marine Company terminated, 
in 1888, the Post Office would make 
arrangements to improve the service. 
The complaint was general; and an 
answer was sent to the effect that the 
Company did not admit that there was 
undue delay when the wires were in 
working order, but that, if particulars 
of specific cases were furnished, inquiry 
would be made. With reference to the 


latter part of the hon. Member’s Ques- 

tion, I would point out that the mono- 

poly was not granted by this country, 
ut by the French Government. 





Telephone Company. 338 


POST OFFICE—THE NORTHERN DIS- 
TRICT TELEPHONE COMPANY. 


Sm HENRY HAVELOOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham, 8.E.) asked the Secretary 
to the Treasury, Whether he is aware 
that the Post Office authorities have re- 
cently refused the Northern District 
Telephone Company permission to run 
wires, for the purpose of telephonic 
communication, over parts of the North 
Eastern Railway Company’s system, 
although the Railway Company is will- 
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‘ing to allow the necessary posts and 
| wires to be erected ; whether he is aware 


that, in consequence of that refusal, the 
Telephone Company is unable to con- 
nect several of the age ve firms in 
Hartlepool with their telephone ex- 
change system, thus depriving these 
firms of the advantage which other 
traders in the district possess of tele- 
phonic communication with the Tyne 
and Tees Districts, and with Sunder- 
land; and, whether in view of the an- 
swer, he will state what course the 
Government propose to take in the 
matter ? 

Tur POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): My 
hon. Friend (Mr. Jackson) has asked 
me to answer the Question of the hon. 
and gallant Member. The Post Office 
has, subject to the concurrence of 
the Railway Company, granted per- 
mission in some cases to the Northern 
District Telephone Company to erect 
telegraphs on the North-Eastern Rail- 
way, and in some cases has refused it. 
I am not aware that several firms in 
Hartlepool have been deprived of tele- 
phonic communication. In May last a 
gentleman in West Hartlepool wrote to 
my Predecessor, representing that in 


consequence of a refusal on the part of 


the Post Office to allow the Telephone 
Company to erect a wire on railway pro- 
perty he was unable to have his office 
placed in communication with the Com- 
pany’s Exchange; and, in reply, it was 
stated to him that the case in which he 
was interested could not be traced, but 
that, if he would arrange with the Tele- 

hone Company to make an application 
for the purpose of extending a wire to 
his office, it would receive favourable 
consideration. Such application has, 
apparently, not reached the Depart- 
ment. On the 31st of last month a 
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similar representation was received from 
another firm in West Hartlepool. It 
has been under inquiry, and I hope to 
be able to acquiesce in the wishes of the 
applicants. 


METROPOLIS—DOG REGULATIONS. 


Mx. NORRIS (Tower Hamlets, Lime- 
house) asked the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, Whether the 
Regulations as to the muzzling of dogs 
are issued by the Chief Commissioner 
of Police under the Metropolitan Streets 
Act of 1867, or the Dogs Act of 1871, 
or on the direct authority of the Secre- 
tary of State; whether, under present 
Regulations, he will consider the de- 
sirability, in order to avoid disputes and 
litigation, to define clearly, for the 
guidance of magistrates and the infor- 
mation of the police, what is meant by 
a dog being under ‘‘ proper control ;”’ 
and, whether he will issue stringent 
regulations that all dogs should be 
muzzled in the streets and roads within 
the Metropolitan jurisdiction, whether 
accompanied by their owners or not? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): In an- 
swer to my hon. Friend I have to say 
that regulations, in as wide and stringent 
terms as possible, as to dogs are issued 
under both the Statutes named by the 
Commissioner of Police for the Metro- 

olitan District, and referred to in the 
Question, and not by the Secretary of 
State. The Metropolitan Streets Act, 
1867, enables the Commissioner of Police 
to direct that dogs in the district of the 
Metropolitan Board of Works shall be 
muzzled or led. The Dogs Act, 1871, 
only enables the Commissioner of Police 
to direct that dogs in the Metropolitan 
Police District shall be subject to re- 
strictions unless they are under “ con- 
trol.” That phrase is one used by the 
Legislature, and it is for the magistrates 
to interpret it. There are now in exist- 
ence regulations under both Statutes 
which appear to me sufficient. 


Subsequently, 


Mr. NORRIS said, that the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman had not answered 
the latter part of his Question. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I stated that re- 
ulations had been issued under both 
tatutes, in as wide and stringent terms 

as those Statutes admitted of. I cannot 
do any more. 


Mr. Raikes 


{COMMONS} 
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LAW OF COPYRIGHT—LEGISLATION. 


Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, Whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to bring in, next Session, a 
Bill to consolidate and amend the Law 
of Copyright ? 

Tue SECRETARY to truz BOARD 
or TRADE (Baron Henry De Worms) 
(Liverpool, East Toxteth) (who re- 
plied) said: The Board of Trade fully 
recognize the necessity for legislation in 
connection with the Law of Copyright ; 
but they are not at present in a position 
to give a pledge as to the exact time 
when they will be able to deal with this 
important subject. The Board will not 
fail, however, to give the matter their 
best consideration during the Recess. 


RAILWAYS (ENGLAND AND WALES)— 
IMPROVED COUPLINGS. 

Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, 8.) 
asked the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, Whether his attention has been 
called to recent Correspondence in Zhe 
Times relative to improved couplings on 
Railways ; whether it is true, as stated, 
that in seven years 1,081 men have 
been killed and 9,265 injured during 
shunting operations; whether he is 
aware that a trial of improved couplings 
was held at Nine Elms lately, and 
that a further trial is to take place ; 
and, whether he will direct the Govern- 
ment Inspector to be present, so as to 
insure an impartial Report o1 the merits 
of the different methods ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry De 
Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth): I 
am aware that a correspondence has re- 
cently taken place in Zhe Zimes relative 
to improved couplings on railways. 
Upon a reference to the Return in the 
last general Report of the Board of 
Trade upon Accidents on Railways, it 
appears that during the last seven years 
831 servants were killed, and 9,088 in- 
jured, during shunting operations, and 
not 1,081 killed and 9,265 injured as 
stated by the hon. Member. Iam aware 
that a trial of improved couplings was 
held at Nine Elms lately; but I am not 
aware that a further trial is to take 
place. In the event of a further trial, 
there will be no objection to an Inspec- 
tor of Railways being present; but, as 
I stated to the hon. Member for North 
St. Pancras (Mr. Oochrane-Baillie), 
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on the 9th of this month, the Board of 
Trade cannot take upon themselves to 
express an opinion upon the results of 
such a trial, as they do not wish to 
assume a responsibility which must ne- 
cessarily rest upon those who have the 
control and management of railways. 

BULGARIA—ABDICATION OF PRINCE 

ALEXANDER. 

Sr HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether the 
Emperor or Government of Russia have, 
in compelling Prince Alexander to abdi- 
cate the Throne of Bulgaria, which he 
occupied under the joint authority of the 
Great Powers of Europe, claimed to act 
under any right or title, by Treaty or 
otherwise; and, when Her Majesty’s 
Government will be prepared to lay 
before Parliament the communications 
that have passed in reference to that ad- 
dication, so as to show how far the other 
Powers to the Treaty of Berlin have 
acquiesced in or protested against the 
course adopted by Russia, apparently 
in opposition to the wishes of the people 
of Bulgaria ? 

Mr. DILLON asked whether the 
Question, which was, as he contended, 
couched in very offensive language to- 
wards a friendly Foreign Power, and 
which contained an expression of opinion 
on the action of that Power, was strictly 
in Order ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Question only 
refers to the fact whether certain com- 
munications passed between the Powers; 
and whether they acquiesced in, or 
dissented from, the course adopted by 
one of the Powers. 

Mr. DILLON: The Question ex- 
= an opinion that the course taken 

y Russia is in opposition to the feelings 
and the wishes of the people of Bulgaria. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The word “ ap- 
parently” occurs before the words “in 
opposition to,” and the Question is in 
Order. 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
James Ferousson) (Manchester, N.E.) : 
Her Majesty’s Government have no 
official information that would justify 
them in stating that the Emperor or 
Government of Russia have compelled 
Prince Alexander of Battenberg to 
abdicate the Throne of Bulgaria. 


They cannot, therefore, make the as- 
sumption on which the hon. Member’s 
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Question rests. Prince Alexander was 
seized and carried out of the country by 
an act of mutiny and treachery on the 
part of a portion of his Army. He 
returned to Bulgaria, and thereafter 
abdicated, for reasons which he stated 
in a public document. I am unable to 
undertake at any definite date to lay 
before the House the communications 
that have passed on this subject. I have 
already submitted to the House that in 
the opinion of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment no good purpose, but probably the 
reverse, would be served thereby. We 
know that the Constitutional forms pro- 
pe to the occasion are being followed 

y the Regency, and that all the dif- 
ferent parties in Bulgaria appear to be 
determined to co-operate for the main- 
tenance of peace. 


ARMY—CHARGES AGAINST THE 
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee) asked 
the Secretary of State for War, If his at- 
tention has been called to the following 
statement attributed to Colonel Hope, in 
a Daily Chronicle of 13th Septem- 

er :— 

**As regards the initial conspiracy, I have 
charged in my statement, and i + Eat now, 
two ex-officials (whom I have named) of the 
highest class in the Ordnance Department, one 
of them at the time in the full pay of the Royal 
Artillery, and both, at that time, in a fiduciary 
position, and having the power of giving out 
contracts, with conspiracy to defraud the Na- 
tion, by doing certain things which I described 
in my statement ;”’ 
and, whether any statement submitted 
by Colonel Hope to him did in fact con- 
tain such charges ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
I have seen the paragraph referred to; 
but I have nothing to add to the answer 
I have repeatedly given in this House, to 
the effect that the statement of Colonel 
Hope contained nothing which would 
justify me, in the opinion of the Law 
Officers and of myself, in submitting it 
to any Court which could be considered 
competent of dealing with it judicially. 
The document has been returned to Colo- 
nel Hope in compliance with the condition 
he made in sending it to me, and after all 
that has passed he would appear to me 
to be bound in honour to publish it to 
the world intact, if he believes the 
allegations contained in it to be true. 
Hon. Members would then be able to 
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judge for themselves of the nature of 
the charges he brings, and of the cha- 
racter of the evidence by which they are 
supported. 


TREATY OF BERLIN—ARTICLE LXI— 
ARMENIA. 


Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople 
has recently, by direction of the late 
Government, made representations to 
the Sultan of Turkey on the continued 
misgovernment of Armenia, and the en- 
tire neglect of reforms on the carrying 
out of which the obligations of this 
Country in respect of Armenia are 
based; and, whether he will lay any 
Papers on this subject before the 
House ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
James Feravusson) (Manchester, N.E.) : 
The late Government directed Sir 
Edward Thornton to take an oppor- 
tunity at his discretion of pointing 
out to the Sublime Porte the delay 
in carrying out the needful reforms in 
Armenia, and the importance in the in- 
terest of the Turkish Empire of remov- 
ing causes of complaint. Sir Edward 
Thornton, on the 16th August, placed 
in the hands of the Foreign Minister a 
Memorandum on the subject. Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government take the same view 
as was expressed by their Predecessors 
on the 7th June, that the publication of 
the Correspondence is at present un- 
desirable. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE— 
DISABILITIES OF THE POLICE 
FORCE. 


Mr. LAFONE (Southwark, Ber- 
mondsey) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, If he will consider the 
desirability of introducing a Bill next 
Session to relieve the Police Force of 
the United Kingdom of their present 
electoral disabilities ? 

Tae CHANCELLORor tut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotru CuurcHitt) 
(Paddington, 8.): This question of re- 
lieving the Police Force of their elec- 
toral disabilities in connection with the 
Parliamentary Franchise has hitherto 
been left by the Government in the 
hands of private Members, and I am 
not aware of any intention on the part 


Mr. W. IT. Smith 


{COMMONS} 
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of the Government ‘to depart from that 
practice. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE— 
ELECTORAL POWER OF 
WOMEN. 

Mr. LAFONE (Southwark, Ber- 
mondsey) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, If he will, in the next Ses- 
sion, introduce a Bill to extend the pre- 
sent electoral power of women to enable 
them to vote for Members of Parliament? 

Taz CHANCELLOR or rue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn Cxvurcuitt) 
(Paddington, 8.): This question, also, 
of conferring electoral power in the 
shape of the Parliamentary Franchise 
on women, is one that has also been 
left to the enterprize of private Mem- 
bers; and as I think it more than pro- 
bable that a very great difference of opi- 
nion exists among the Members of the 
Government on the subject I do not 
think it would be possible for the Go- 
vernment to take it up. 


RAILWAYS—ACCIDENT ON THE LAN- 
CASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY AT BROCKHOLES — AUTO. 
MATIC BRAKES, 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) 
asked the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, Whether the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Company have sent 
in to the Buard of Trade a report of the 
alarming accident at Brockholes, be- 
tween Huddersfield and Holmfirth, on 
Saturday last, when it is stated that a 
portion of the train which left Hudders- 
field at noon, on being detached, rushed 
down an incline at high spee¢, and came 
into collision with goods waggons in a 
siding at Berry Brow; whether the In- 
spectors of the Board of Trade have 
repeatedly recommended Railway Com- 
panies to adopt automatic brakes, with 
the view of preventing accidents of this 
nature; whether Colonel Rich, in his 
Report on a collision which occurred on 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
at Daisyfield Junction on the 7th of 
August 1880, owing to the parting of a 
train on an incline, stated that that col- 
lision would probably not have occurred 
if the train had been fitted with an auto- 
matic brake; whether General Hutchin- 
son, in his Report on the serious acci- 
dent near Southport, on the Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Hailvay, on 2nd Novem 
ber 1882, stated that the automatic 





a Oe the Ae AA to et oO te oe oe ee ee 











Supply— Order of 


vacuum brake in use on the train saved 
the part of the train which remained on 
the rails from disaster by stopping it 
within seventy yards ; whether it appears 
from the last Returns under the Con- 
tinuous Brakes Act that the Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway Company has 
998 vehicles fitted with automatic and 
1,488 fitted with non-automatic brakes ; 
and, whether the Board of Trade will, 
in consideration of these facts, urge on 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Company the necessity of a more rapid 
adoption of automatic brakes on the 
whole of their rolling stock used for 
passenger trains ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry Dz 
Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : The 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Company have 
not sent in a Return of the accident to 
which the hon. Member refers; but the 
Board of Trade have directed an in- 
speeting officer to hold an inquiry into 
the circumstances connected with it. 
The Railway Inspectors of the Board of 
Trade have repeatedly recommended 
Railway Companies to adopt automatic 
brakes. Colonel Rich, in his Report on 
the collision which occurred on the Lan- 
cashire and Yorkshire Railway at Daisy- 
field Junction, on the 7th August, 1880, 
did state that the collision would pro- 
bably not have occurred if the train had 
been fitted with an automatic brake. 
Major General Hutchinson also reported, 
as stated by the hon. Member in his 
Question. It does appear from the De- 
cember Returns, under the Continuous 
Brakes Act, that the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Company has 998 
vehicles fitted with automatic, and 1,488 
fitted with non-automatic brakes; and I 
will direct a copy of the hon. Member’s 
Question to be forwarded to the Com- 
pany for any observations they may 
have to offer. 
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IRELAND — BOWLING GREEN MILLS, 
CO. GALWAY—REPORT OF COLONEL 
SMITH, R.E. 

Mr. PINKERTON ae asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, if he can 
state the reason why Colonel Smith, 
R.E., did not include the Bowling Green 
Mills, Galway, in his Report to the 
Treasury in 1879; whether Colonel 


Smith was precluded by his instructions 
from inquiring into the case of those 
mills; and, whether the Treasury is 
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to lay Colonel Smith’s Report 
upon the Table of the House? 

Tae SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.), in reply, said, the Question 
had only appeared on the Paper that 
morning, and as it related to matters, 
information about which would have to 
be obtained from Dublin, he was unable 
to answer it. He was informed, how- 
ever, that the Question had been con- 
sidered before; and if the hon. Member 
desired it he would make further in- 
quiry, and communicate the result to 
the hon. Member. 

Mr. PINKERTON said, he would 
repeat the Question on Thursday. 


IRELAND (SOUTH WESTERN DISTRICT) 
—ACTION OF SIR REDVERS BULLER. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether General 
Buller has yet supplied the Government 
with a Report upon the state of Kerry 
and Clare and the other districts under 
his authority; and, when the Report, 
supposing it to have been supplied, will 
be laid on the Table of the House ? 

Tae OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
I am, of course, in official communica- 
tion with Sir Redvers Buller, and also 
with other officials holding the position 
of Divisional Magistrate in em 
but I have no Report from General 
Buller which is not of a confidential 
nature, and which I could lay on the 
Table of the House. 

Mr. COX (Clare, E.) asked, whether 
it is true, as stated in the papers, that 
General Buller has reported that the 
rents are uniformly much too high in 
the counties of Kerry and Clare ? 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
No, Sir. 


SUPPLY—ORDER OF TAKING THE 
ESTIMATES. 

Mr. LEWIS (Londonderry) asked, 
When the Government proposed to pro- 
ceed with the Irish Constabulary Vote ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranvotrn CxurcHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): It depends on what 
progress we may make. We did not 
do much good last night by altering the 
usual course of Supply ; and, therefore, 
we will adhere regularly to the Votes as 
they stand in the Civil Service Esti- 
mates, with the exception of the Irish 
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Constabulary Vote, an arrangement 
having been entered into with respect 
toit; but the time for taking it I cannot 
yet fix. 


THE CURRENCY—THE ROYAL COM- 
MISSION—THE MONEY ARTICLE OF 
“THE TIMES.” 


Mr. T. SUTHERLAND (Greenock) 
asked the Secretary for Scotland, in his 
capacity as Chairman of the Royal Com- 
mission on the Currency, Whether his 
attention had been called toa paragraph 
in the Money Article of The Times of that 
day of an extraordinary character? The 
paragraph was as follows: — 


“ Hopes have been raised in many quarters 
that the Royal Commission recently appointed 
to investigate the effects of the fall in the 
value of silver upon international commerce 
might possibly recommend our Government to 
listen to the appeals which have been made to 
them to join other Powers in some attempt to 
restore that metal to the price from which it 
had fallen. It will be satisfactory to those who 
entertain fears in that regard to learn that one 
Member of the Commission, at least, whose prac- 
tical experience and sound views will be likely 
to exercise considerable influence on his Col- 
leagues, does not hesitate to let it be known that 
he intends to put his foot down’at an early stage 
of the seeteelinen; and to stifle any attempt to 
discuss the question of tampering with the Cur- 
rency system under which this country has 
reached unrivalled prosperity and economical 
development. The Member of the Commission 
referred to is of opinion that, as far as this coun- 
try is concerned, all we have to do is to examine 
into the Currency system of our Indian Empire, 
and to determine whether or not the time has 
arrived for assimilating that system with our 
own, by establishing there a gold standard.’’ 


He (Mr. Sutherland) would like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman, Whether the 
expression of such an opinion as that 
here attributed toa Royal Commissioner 
is at all consistent with the terms of the 
Reference to the Royal Commission in 
question, or could possibly have been 
expressed by anyone holding such an 
appointment ? 

Toe SEORETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Batrovr) (Manchester, E.): 
As far as I caught the quotation, it ap- 
pears to be an unsigned article about an 
uonamed Member of the Commission. 
I cannot believe that any Member of the 
Commission could have expressed the 
opinion there attributed to him, because, 
as the terms of the Reference show, the 
English Currency as well as the Indian 
Currency distinctly comes under the terms 
of that Commission. 


Lord Randolph Churchill 


{COMMONS} 
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CHANNEL FISHERIES — FISHERIES 
REGULATION, 1843 — DETENTION 
OF ENGLISH FISHING SMACKS 
AT HAVRE. 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, N.E., Harwich) 
asked the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, Whether he has any 
information which he can communicate 
to the House with reference to the de- 
tention of English fishing boats at 
Havre ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
James Fercusson) (Manchester, N.E.) : 
Yes; we have a telegram from the Con- 
sul General at Havre, stating that the 
crews and boats referred to have been 
released. 

QUEEN’S SPEECH—HER MAJESTY’S 
ANSWER TO THE ADDRESS. 

Toe COMPTROLLER or tHE 
HOUSEHOLD (Lord Arraur Hu) 
reported Her Majesty’s Answer to the 
Address, as followeth :— 

I thank you sincerely for your loyal and dutiful 
Address. 

It is gratifying to Me to receive your assurance 
that, although summoned to meet at a period of the 
year usually assigned for the Recess, your careful 
consideration will be given to those measures 
which are essential to the conduct of the Public 
Service during the remaining portion of the finan- 
cial year. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
—o——_ 
SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
SuprLy—considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 

Crass II.—Satarres AND EXPENSES OF 
Crvit DEPARTMENTS. 

(1.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £17,866, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land in Dublin and London, and Subordinate 
Departments.” 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): Upon 
this Vote I wish to call the attention 
of the Committee to the continued 
imprisonment of the Barbavilla pri- 
soners; and so strongly do I feel as 
to the innocence of these unfortunate 
men, that so long as I am a Member 
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of this House I shall never tire of 
bringing their case forward. I believe 
the prisoners to have been unjustly 
convicted. Evidence has been forth- 
coming since the trial to show that the 
basis of the verdict found against them 
was altogether false, and that the evi- 
dence was a tissue of concocted perjury. 
The police assisted the Crown witnesses 
to make up the story, or series of stories, 
told in the several depositions made 
from time to time; and it is to the cha- 
racter of the evidence given at the trial 
that I mean to direct the attention of the 
Committee, as also to the character of 
the Crown witnesses by whom the depo- 
sitions were made. Now, Sir, it will be 
remembered that in the early part of the 
year 1882 a diabolical murder took place 
inthecounty of Westmeath. A gentleman 
named Smyth was returning from church 
in his carriage when he was fired at; 
but the assassin missed his aim, and a 
lady—Mrs. Smyth—who was riding in 
the same carriage, was unfortunately 
killed. The whole country denounced 
the crime, and in no district was it more 
denounced than in that in which it was 
committed. The crime was denounced 
on the following Sunday from the altars 
of the Roman Catholic churches, and 
the persons who knew anything of the 
matter were implored to come forward 
and bring the real perpetrators of the 
crime to justice. What took place? 
Several persons were arrested under the 
Crimes Act on suspicion of having com- 
mitted the murder; but not a single 
charge was made against them. Secret 
inquiries were carried on from time to 
time, at which no material evidence was 
produced against the prisoners. All the 
time the police of the district were at 
work offering bribes and using every 
kind of intimidation to induce witnesses 
to come forward and implicate the un- 
fortunate men who were in custody, and 
who, I venture to assert, were entirely 
innocent of the crime. A bribe of 
£2,500 was offered by the Government, 
and that, in itself, was no small induce- 
ment to the wretches among whom the 
police of the district were at work to 
trump up acharge. Night and day the 
police went among the scum of the 
locality, endeavouring to extract some- 
thing by which they would be able to 
make somebody amenable. The fact 


was that no matter how the conviction 
was to be obtained, no matter how the 
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money was obtained, and no matter in 
what form so long as the officials and 
the Government in Ireland were satis- 
fied, a conviction must be had. Well, 
Sir, 11 men were put upon their trial. 
They were tried in two batches. Inthe 
first batch the allegation of the Crown 
was that the prisoners were the actual 
murderers ; but there was not sufficient 
evidence against them to sustain that 
charge. Therefore, an extraordinary pro- 
ceeding was allowed by the Judge, who 
permitted the evidence for the murder to 
be used against the prisoners charged 
with conspiracy. They were tried under 
the provisions of the Crimes Act, and that 
Act enabled the most outrageous form 
of jury-packing which has ever pre- 
vailed in any civilized community to be 
resorted to. Roman Catholics, as they 
came forth, were told to stand aside: 
and no juror, unless he was known to be 
hostile to the prisoners, was allowed to 
go into the jury box. As an instance of 
the manner in which the jury was em- 
pens I may state one fact that will, 

think, be sufficient to convince any 
fair-minded man that justice could not 
be done to any person or persons under 
such a system. A Mr. Amos Vereker, 
when called, stated at once that he was 
a personal friend of Mr. Smyth, the 
gentleman whose life was attempted. 
Thereupon the prisoners’ counsel chal- 
lenged him for cause. Mr. Vereker 
was then examined, for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether he ought to serve 
on the jury, and he swore that he was 
a member of the same Orange Lodge to 
which Mr. Smyth belonged. Never- 
theless, the triers found him competent 
to serve upon the jury. That lost the 
counsel for the prisoners one of the six 
challenges to which he was entitled. 
Finally, I believe, Mr. Vereker was 
challenged peremptorily by prisoners’ 
counsel, and was not allowed to sit upon 
the jury. The circumstance shows the 
animus with which the jury was empan- 
nelled; and, notwithstanding the man- 
ner in which it and the juries at the sub- 
sequent trials were packed, there were 
several disagreements. In one instance 
there were 10 jurors in favour of an 
acquittal, and only two for a conviction. 
That fact alone is, I think, sufficient to 
prove the weak case of the Crown 
against the prisoners, and the unre- 
liability of the evidence. At length 
convictions were secured, and the pri- 
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soners were sentenced to periods of 
penal servitude ranging from five to 10 
years. One man named M‘Grath was 
only sentenced to 12 months’ imprison- 
ment, although the evidence against 
him was the same as against any of 
the other prisoners. The same facts 
were proved against him on the trial, 
yet the Judge passed upon him a 
more lenient sentence; but it has 
been asserted since that the real rea- 
son was that he had paid his rent. 
That would appear to show the politi- 
cal aspect under which the trial took 
lace. All the prisoners were al- 
eged to belong to the Land League; 
and as long as that was the case it 
was quite sufficient in the eyes of the 
jury to justify aconviction. They were 
tried at a time of panic in Ireland—at a 
time when the jury selected from among 
the partizans of the landlord class were 
ready to denounce the Land League, 
notwithstanding the fact that that Asso- 
ciation was simply seeking to ameliorate 
the condition of the tenant farmers of 
Ireland. M‘Grath, it is asserted, got 12 
months’ imprisonment only because he 
had paid his rent. That man has since 
died in prison, and on his death bed he 
made a statement that the evidence of 
the Crown witnesses was a tissue of 
falsehoods, and that the conspiracy meet- 
ing, on which the whole case against 
the prisoners hinged, never took place 
at all, or, if it did, that he was not pre- 
sent at it, nor was anyone of the men 
alleged to have been there. The in- 
dictment charged the prisoners with 
having, on the 24th of March, attended 
this alleged meeting at which the con- 
spiracy was stated to have been got up. 
Evidence was called to prove that this 
meeting was held at which the con- 
spiracy was alleged to have been con- 
cocted, and upon that meeting the whole 
case hinged. Justice Lawson, in charging 
the jury in order to impress this fact upon 
them, stated— 

**In conclusion, he asked them if they be- 
lieved that the meeting of the 24th of March 
was held as deposed to, and that the prisoners 
were present, they should do their duty with- 
out hesitation ; if they believed it was not held, 
or had a reasonable doubt on their minds, they 
should acquit the prisoners.” 

We have now evidence to prove that 
this meeting was never held. ; that the 
evidence relating to the meeting was 
simply perjured statements concocted 
between the police and the Crown wit- 
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nesses ; and we are able to prove from 
documentary evidence that some of the 
prisoners were five miles away at the 
time the meeting was said to have been 
held. We have the statement of Con- 
stable Fitzgerald, which proves that 
oung M'‘Keon was sent for and 
brought to Dublin in order that he 
might have an interview with his father, 
who had promised to make him swear 
to a culpatory deposition. On the 27th 
of May young M‘Keon had made a 
deposition, in which he said that he 
knew nothing about thé meeting; but 
the young man improved as he went on, 
and in his third deposition he swore 
that he was present at the meeting. 
Now, between the time that he made 
his first and his third depositions we 
allege that this interview between him- 
self and his father took place in the 
Phoonix Park at Dublin. Constable 
Fitzgerald is able to prove that, and 
here is his statement, which has a most 
important bearing upon the case— 


“On a morning immediately after young 
M‘Keon was brought from Clonmel to wit- 
ness’s depdt, business brought me at an early 
hour from another part of the city towards the 
depét. I came up to old M‘Keon and H. C. 
Lynch, who were standing about 10 or 15 yards 
from the depét. We spoke to each other, and 
the conversation turned on the Barbavilla case. 
Lynch said Pat (meaning M‘Keon then pre- 
sent) was trying to help him with it. He then 
said he had M‘Keon’s son there, but could 
get nothing out of him. Old M‘Keon then 
said, ‘When I have a talk with him it will be 
all right,’ or, ‘ Let me have a talk with him 
and it will be all right.’ I asked Lynch if he 
meant to do so, when he clearly gave me to un- 
derstand that he did, In fact, old M*Keon, 
said he, had come up from Castlepollard ex- 
pressly for the purpose with him (Lynch). Ina 
very few minutes after this I ‘saw both father 
and son together in a room in the upper part of 
the building.’ ”’ 


That is shortly after young M‘Keon 
was brought trom Clonmel. At that 
time there was a charge of perjury 
hanging over him; but that charge was 
soon afterwards withdrawn by the police. 
Now, I maintain that a conviction ob- 
tained on such a basis is in the last 
degree corrupt, and requires revision 
and investigation. I believe that Con- 
stable Fitzgerald is prepared to affirm 
his statement on oath. Constable Fitz- 
gerald is not likely to gain anything by 
speaking the truth, knowing well what 
the treatment he has already received at 
the hands of the Crown has been, simply 
because he had sufficient manliness to 
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come forward and state what he knew. 


At that time he stood first for promo- 
tion; but what was the course of treat- 
ment he received? He was sent to the 
wilds of Donegal, and there he has 
since remain without promotion, 
simply because he had the courage to 
come forward and make an effort to 
save these unfortunate men, perha 
from death, but, at any rate, from the 
terrible imprisonment which they are 
now undergoing. Now, what is the 
character of Constable Fitzgerald? I 
have received a copy of the character 
he has received from various superior 
officers, and here is one from Sub-In- 
spector Jacques, a gentleman who was 
very much mixed up with this prosecu- 
tion, and who has profited by it to’a 
very large extent. This character, I 
may say, was given before Oonstable 
Fitzgerald made his statement. On the 
18th of March, Inspector Jacques wrote 
to Captain Butler— 

“*T beg to state that Sergeant M. Fitzgerald 
has been working under my observation since 
September, 1882. He is a most hard-working 
and zealous man, If ever faithful service de- 
served success his should have done. This is 
not my opinion only, It is also that of the 
Crown Solicitor, who more than once spoke to 
me on the subject. I fully agree with Mr. 
Chatterton, D.L, that unless this man’s ser- 
vices are in some way recognized he stands in a 
much worse position than if he had never ex- 
erted himself in the discharge of his duty.”’ 


That testimonial is signed by Sub-In- 
spector Jacques, who was the Inspector 
of the district in which Constable Fitz- 
rald was stationed. Here alsois a letter 
m Captain Butler, the Divisional Ma- 
gistrate to the Crown Prosecutor— 
“29th August, 1883. 

“ Dear Mr. Julian,—I quite agree in the opi- 
nion you express of Constable Fitzgerald, and 
will be glad to bear testimony to his intelligence 
and ceil —Sineenaly yours, 

“A. Burrer.” 
Twenty-five magistrates in Westmeath 
etitioned for his s y promotion to a 

ead Constableship. The Mullingar 
Town Council, on the 7th of May, 1878, 
unanimously passed a resolution of high 
appreciation of his character and ser- 
vices in Mullingar. Captain Butler 
attests that he acquitted himself with 
credit in the Barbavilla cases. Oounty 
Inspector Carr says in a Report dated 
the 8th of May, 1884— 

‘*Sergeant Fitzgerald is a most excellent 
policeman, and his services are deserving of 
every recognition.”’ 
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Inspector Carr is at present chief offi- 
cer in Belfast. So much for Constable 
Fitzgerald and his character, and so 
much for the truth of the statement he 
has made. Now, Sir, four of the jury- 
men stated most distinctly that if they 
had known that the Crown witnesses 
had had an opportunity of obtaini 
access to each other while in the hands 
of the police, they would certainly have 
acquitted the prisoners. One of the 
jurymen writes— 

‘*T have no hesitation in stating that I would 
have acquitted the prisoners if it had been 
proved on their be that the M‘Keons 
(i.e. the two chief witnesses) had an opportu- 
nity of communicating with one another while 
in the hands of the police.”’ 

What was the result of all this plotting? 
On the 17th of July, when M‘Keon 
swore to the meeting, it is well known 
that he was in the hands of the police. 
M'Keon stated at the outset that he 
knew nothing whatever of that particular 
meeting, but by the connivance of the 
police he was afterwards brought to 
swear that he was present at it. Having, 
in the meantime, had an interview with 
old M‘Keon, Head Constable Lynch 
swore that during the investigation the 
witnesses had no means of communica- 
ting with each other. I am prepared to 
prove that that statement is complete 
perjury, and I demand the prosecution 
of Head Constable Lynch. If not, why 
not prosecute Father Ourry for havi 
stated that Lynch committed perjury 
I say that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment either to prosecute Father Ourry 
or Head Constable Lynch. Father Ourry 
asserts that Head Constable Lynch has 
committed the grossest perjury in this 
case, and he is prepared to prove his 
assertion by evidence if the Government 
will grant the full inquiry we now de- 
mand. Now, Sir, what is the character 
of the M‘Keons? They have a most 
disreputable character—a character as 
bad as that which the worst member of 
society can possibly bear. At the time 
young M‘Keon was arrested, there was 
also a charge of housebreaking and per- 
jury against him. But let me read 
what the father of the elder M‘Keon, 
and the grandfather of the young 
M‘Keon, says of his own son— 

** Since he was a boy 16 years of age he was 
nothing but a drunkard, a vagabond, and a 
rogue; in fact, he could not get too bad a cha- 
racter. He married at about 17 years of age, 
and I set him up in Collinstown. All [ gave 
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him he drank and squandered, and he had to 
leave Collinstown and then went to Belfast to 
live. He had to leave Belfast during the time 
of the Fenians and went to England. He 
came back and had not a rag on his back, but 
drank all. He went about several places... . 
During the whole time he was constantly drink- 
ing, and had his wife and children starved.”’ 


Here is what the same individual says 
of the younger M‘Keon— 


“ He is, in fact, worse than his father. He 
was always plundering and thieving, and 
breaking into houses. e only character I 
could give of him is the worst of the worst.’’ 


Another relative, an aunt with whom 
he lived, says of him—“ He is a liar, a 
rogue, and a great blackguard.” Surely, 
men of this kind are not men who should 
be allowed to be brought forward by the 
police to swear away the liberties of re- 
spectable men. I have had the pleasure 
of knowing some of these unfortunate 
men ; I believe the whole of them to be 
innocent, and I know some of them to 
be among the most respectable men of 
their class in the country.- One of them, 
William M‘Oormack, farms close upon 
400 acres of land, and belongs to one of 
the most respectable families in the 
county of Westmeath. I am satisfied, 
in my own mind, that he is no more 
capable of taking part in a conspiracy 
to murder than any hon. Member of 
this House. I believe the same may be 
said of almost every man who is suffer- 
ing for this crime; and is it upon the 
evidence of wretches like M‘Keon 
that you are going to refuse a further 
inquiry? But what an inducement the 
Government offer to these men to com- 
mit perjury. What must a sum of 
£2,500 have been to wretches of this 
description ? Would they not swear 
anything for it? Would they not have 
been guilty of the most diabolical crime 
in order to obtain it? And yet upon the 
evidence of such men the prisoners 
were convicted. The chief witness for 
the Crown on the trial of the second 
batch of the Barbavilla prisoners was 
Patrick Oole. The second batch could 
not have been convicted without the 
evidence of that man; and since the 
trials he made a declaration that all 
the evidence he gave against the pri- 
soners was a mass of perjury. I be- 
lieve it is the fact that since then 


the Solicitor General for Ireland has 
thrown him over, and has withdrawn 
the Emergency men who were employed 
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for his protection. These Em men 
were kept with him until thetime he made 
his statement. The elder M‘Keon was 
in the employment of a Mr. Brogan, of 
Castlepollard, and it can be proved that 
M‘Keon worked with Mr. Brogan u 
the days that he asserts he was in Kil- 
patrick, when the conspiracy at Collins- 
town was hatched. The entries in Mr. 
Brogan’s books prove that he was at 
work on the 28rd and 24th of March, 
and that he received wages on those 
days. The book containing these entries 
has been offered to the Executive Go- 
vernment, but they refused to accept it. 
It is quite evident that they were afraid 
of entering into a searching investiga- 
tion for fear that the true circumstances 
of thecase might be brought tolight. What 
I contend is, that this man was work- 
ing five miles away from where the con- 
spiracy was alleged to have been plotted, 
and where he says he was present; and 
I assert that it can be proved by inde- 
endent witnesses that he was drunk at 
astlepollard, and had no opportunity of 
attending the meeting. Perhaps hon. 
Members will look at the depositions. It 
is stated that at this meeting a circle 
was formed, that there were two or three 
men from Dublin who were members 
of the Invincible Association, and who 
came down especially to concoct this con- 
spiracy. It is sworn that at that meet- 
ing a book was passed round, and all the 
men present took the oath except the two 
Crown informers. Now, I appeal to the 
Committee whether it is not a gross im- 
probability that men who were about to 
embark on a desparate deed of this kind 
would allow two men to be present. while 
the conspiracy was being concocted, and 
not compel them to take the oath. I 
maintain that the evidence with regard 
to that meeting is a tissue of falsehoods, 
and that the prisoners ought never to 
have been convicted upon it at all. 
One of the Phonix Park Invincibles 
is stated to have been there; but it 
can be proved that he was in Dub- 
lin, and his employer will bear testi- 
mony to that fact, showing that not only 
could he not have been present at the 
meeting, but that it was physically 
impossible for him to have been at 
Collinstown. I certainly believe that 
but for the evidence of Cole, who has 
now been thrown overboard by the Go- 
vernment, the second batch of prisoners 
could not have been convi Cole 
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made.a, special statement, and sho 
afterwards a more solemn praca nanay of 


his ° penn priest, in which he delibe- 
rately states that everything he said at 
the trial was a tissue of falsehoods. In 
the first instance, his wife stated— 


«IT schnawinion that I encouraged my hus- 
band to offer evidence in the recent Barbavilla 
trials, and I did so knowing that the evidence 
he was to give, and did give, was concocted by 
him to satisfy the Crown and to save himself. 
I know that he knew the evidence he was giving 
in corroboration of M‘Keon’s evidence was un- 
true, and I know that he believed there was no 
meeting at the Widow Fagan’s such as M‘Keon 
de to, and in which my husband corrobo- 
rated him.” 

Three days later, Cole made this state- 
ment to Father Curry— 

“T, Patrick Cole, of Kilpatrick, West- 
meath, seeking peace of conscience and pardon 
from Almighty God, do make, of my own free 
will, the following statement, in presence of the 
Very Rev. Hugh Behan, P.P., V.F., Enfield ; 
the Very Rev. Joseph Higgins, D.D., P.P., 
Delvin; and the Rev. John Curry, Adm., Col- 
linstown, who, at my request, have consented to 
receive it. I permit these clergymen to make 
what use they think prudent of this statement. 

“T was arrested on the llth July, 1883, on a 
charge of conspiracy to murder. My trial was 
finally fixed for the June Commission, 1884. I 
gave information on the 4th of June, 1884. I 
was induced to do so by the belief that I would 
certainly be convicted, having known how the 

risoners previously tried on the same charge 
had fared, and also through consideration for 
my family. My first statement was rejected, 
inasmuch as it contained no information regard- 
ing the alleged meeting at the Widow Fagan’s. 
I was further told by Head Constable Lynch 
that ‘unless I made a clean breast of it,’ and 
told all about that meeting, my evidence would 
not be taken. I subsequently made the state- 
ment which I afterwards swore to on two trials. 
1 now declare that that evidence was untrue, 
except as regards my connectlon with Fenian- 
ism many years ago. I swore to what was false 
when I said that 1 attended a meeting at the 
Widow Fagan's. I never knew of such a 
meeting. I do not believe such meeting was 
held. I had no personal knowledge of an 
meetingin or about Byrne’s public-house,thoug 
I swore I attended one there. 1 may have said 
what Mrs. O'Dwyer swore about me, though I 
itively contradicted her evidence. I solemnly 
eclare I had no connection with the alleged 
conspiracy. I know not why my name should 
have been associated with it unless it be that 
M‘Keon, who gave information in the case, had 
an old spleen against me. I am the father of 
seven children, all young, who would become 
utterly destitute in the event of my conviction. 
It was principally in consideration for them 
that, in a moment of weakness, I took the steps 
of which I now heartily repent. I make this 
declaration to repair, as far as I can, the injury 
I inflicted on others. 
“ Signed this 14th day of September, 1884. 
“ Parricx Cox. 
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The Crown found that they could not 
convict the second batch; and surely 
it is not on the evidence of the 
elder M‘Keon that the case against the 
second batch of prisoners is even en- 
titled to consideration. I maintain 
that the Government are bound to re- 
lease both batches of prisoners; but in 
regard to the second there can be no 
pretence for saying that there was the 
slightest evidence whatever. Cole said, 
in presence of Mrs. O’Dwyer and his 
own wife, in the course of an inter- 
view in the prison in Dublin during 
the progress of the first trials, that he 
would swear anything to get out of 
prison. On the trials he denied this; 
but in his subsequent declaration he ad- 
mitted its truth. Now, is that a man upon 
whose statements you ought to keep 
these men in the horrors of penal servi- 
tude? Cole, it has been since stated by 
the Attorney General for Ireland, has 
had the Emergency men withdrawn from 
him, proving that the Government have, 
at any rate, entirely abandoned his 
cause. The facts which I have related 
are only a small portion of the evidence 
we wish to bring forward. It would be 
altogether impossible for a layman to go 
into the details of this very intricate case ; 
but I think I have stated sufficient to 
warrant an inquiry. I say that the evi- 
dence we are in a position to offer is of 
such a character that no Home Secretary 
of England, if asked to review a con- 
viction, could fairly consider it without 
directing the release of the prisoners. 
We are prepared to offer the most over- 
whelming proof as to the innocence of 
the prisoners and the baseness of the 
verdict which was returned against 
them, and we believe that the continu- 
ance of their imprisonment in the face 
of such evidence is calculated to shake 
the public confidence in the administra- 
tion of justice in Ireland. Now, Mr. 
Courtrey, instead of a conspiracy con- 
cocted in Westmeath to murder Mr. 
Smyth, I think I have proved that there 
was a foul conspiracy against these un- 
fortunate men. When the Maamtrasna 
case was before the House the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Lord Randolph Churchill) stated that 
the facts were such as to induce the 
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House to look carefully into the mode in 
which criminal trials were carried out in 
Ireland. ‘As amatter of fact,’’ said the 
noble Lord, “ the officials charged with 
the vindication of the law did not seem 
to have shrunk from any process in order 
to return a conviction, altogether irre- 
spective of the guilt or innocence of 

e prisoner.” These are important 
words, and they bear very strongly 
on my case. They warrant me in 
speaking as strongly as I have done 
in regard to the conviction of 11 of 
my constituents whom I believe to 
be innocent of the crime for which they 
were convicted. What was the opinion 
of the present Under Secretary of State 
for India (Sir John Gorst), expressed at 
the same time, in speaking on behalf of 
an independent inquiry being made into 
the Maamtrasna case? The hon. and 
learned Gentleman said— 

“* That he could understand a refusal to grant 
an inquiry at all; but if the Government con- 
ceded any kind of inquiry he should have 
thought that for their own sakes they should 
secure the services of an independent Judge 
such as Lord Bramwell to conduct it, and that 
such inquiry as was proposed to be made was a 
perfect farce.” 

Now, Mr. Courtney, I think that words 
like these coming from an important 
Member of the present Government 
ought to be sufficient to influence the 
Conservative Party, who are now in 
power, in deciding to concede the in- 
quiry we now ask for. The request we 
make is not an unreasonable one. I 
believe that 11 of my constituents are 
innocent of the charges made against 
them, and that they are wearing away 
their lives in prison. Most of them 
belong to the respectable farming class 
in Ireland, and they are men who are, I 
believe, morally incapable of committing 
the crime attributed to them. They 
were tried at a time of panic, when the 
tension of the public mind was very 
great, and when, in fact, a conviction 
was endeavoured to be obtained on be- 
half of the Crown at any cost. These 
men have already endured imprison- 
ments for years, and I believe it is the 
Constitutional right of every convict to 
have his sentence reviewed. I need 
not remind the House that the Govern- 
ment did grant an inquiry into the case 
of Brian Kilmartin, and that he was 
recommended to be released by the 


Commissioner who was sent down “pe 
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cially to inquire into the case after an 


independent investigation. We offer 
now as strong evidence as that which 
was submitted in the case of Brian Kil- 
martin. We ask you to adopt the same 
course, and if you refuse to accede to our 
requests all I can say is that you are 
carrying out a policy by which you are 
seeking to prop up a wrong and rotten 
system of administering law and justice 
in Ireland. Thatinquiry, to be efficient, 
must be carried on on the spot, and I 
assert that the evidence which, in that 
case, will be forthcoming will be amply 
sufficient to secure the release of all 
these men. I may add that the Crown 
has already refused an investigation. 
There has, no doubt, been some sort of 
an inquiry at Dublin Castle ; but it was 
a hole and corner investigation, one in 
which Mr. Deputy Inspector Jacques, of 
evil memory, and others who were inte- 
rested in obtaining a conviction were 
examined. I would ask whether an 
inquiry under such circumstances could 
be a fair and satisfactory inquiry? Was 
it sufficient to secure justice to these un- 
fortunate men? I maintain that it was 
not; and I say that in order to restore 
the confidence of the people in the ad- 
ministration of the law in Ireland you 
are bound to release these unfortunate 
men, and to — to light the whole of 
this corrupt and foul conspiracy against 
the liberty of a number of innocent and 
respectable citizens. 

Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Mayo, 8.): 
I rise to support the appeal which has 
been made by my hon. Friend on behalf 
of an inquiry into the circumstances of 
the Barbavilla trials. The facts which 
have been mentioned by my hon. Friend 
should tend to convince any man who 
conscientiously considers the matter, that 
the course pursued by the Government 
has been such as to shake the confidence 
of the Irish people in anything like the 
due administration of the law. I believe 
that an independent inquiry will con- 
firm the feeling that exists in Ireland, 
that the conspiracy of which these pri- 
soners have been convicted was really 
a conspiracy hatched in Dublin Castle 
and not in Westmeath, and I believe 
that the result of an inquiry will not 
only confirm the strong feeling which 
prevails in Ireland, but will convince 
the English public that grievous in- 
justice has been done to the prisoners 
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in the Barbavilla, the Maamtrasna, and} specially interested, were the victims of 
other trials which have taken place in|a reckless informer named Coleman, 
various parts of Ireland. If Parliament | This whole Mayo conspiracy was the 
has any desire that good government/|creation of this man Coleman, and 
should be established in Ireland its first | it was entirely upon his evidence that 
duty is to satisfy the people of that/these unfortunate men were convicted. 
country that injustice is not being done| Any person who pays the slightest at- 
to them in the name of the law. My | tention to the evidence given upon these 
hon. Friend (Mr. Tuite) is naturally per- | trials—for these men were tried twice, 
sonally interested in the fate of the| the jury having disagreed upon the first 
members of his own constituency, whose | occasion—any man who pays the 
names he has brought before the Com- | slightest attention to the evidence will 
mittee. I also, unfortunately, am in-| at once be satisfied that if the evidence 
terested in certain persons connected | of Coleman is subtracted there is no 
with my constituency. At the Winter | case at all against the prisoners. They 
Munster Assizes, in 1883, certain pri-| were convicted solely upon the evidence 
soners were tried before Mr. Justice| of thisman. Ooleman’s modus operandi 
Johnson — namely, Thomas Augustus /| seems to have been this. He went to the 
McCawley, Patrick William Nally, Thos. | police and laid before them the names 
Daly, James King, Matthew Meldon, | of certain persons against whom he 
and two others. The facts of the case| wished to inform. He then arranged 
in regard to that trial appear to be these. | with the police that they should see him 
At that unhappy time the state of Ire-| with these men at certain places at cer- 
land was very similar to the state of| tain times. According to this arrange- 
things which prevailed in this country| ment the police went to the places 
at an earlier period of its history—I| appointed, and they saw Coleman with 
mean the period when Titus Oates had|the men. There was no evidence given 
only to name any person as an accused | of any crime having been committed on 
person in order to secure that his fate| these occasions; but the men were 
should be actually sealed. At that time | simply seen in the company of Coleman, 
such a state of alarm existed in England | and that simple fact was taken as a 
that it was necessary to provide victims | corroboration of the informer’s evidence. 
in order to appease the public feeling. | Another very curious piece of corrobora- 
At the time these unfortunate prisoners | tion which the Crown accepted was this 
were tried in Ireland a similar state of | man’s own letters to the Sub-Inspector 
things prevailed, and any wretched in-| of Constabulary. It was a very easy 
former who chose to come forward to| way of making a case for the Go- 
earn the money which the Government| vernment, that this man should be 
were extravagantly lavishing at that time| able to give his own evidence and 
was able to secure his object. There | corroborate it himself. To show what 
was never any difficulty in obtaining | kind of character he was, I may say that, 
the aid of an informer, and his services | in giving evidence against the prisoners, 
were readily procured in accordance | he recklessly swore to the writing of one 
with the commercial principle of supply | of them, and afterwards acknowledged 
and demand. There was a great demand | that he had never seen the man write. 
for informers at that time, and there| Nevertheless, this was accepted as a 
was never any paucity of supply. As I | piece of corroborative evidence. I repeat 
have said, at the time that system pre- | that he swore to the handwriting of 
vailed the Government were lavishing | Patrick William Nally, and, on cross- 
enormous sums of money in order to| examination, had to acknowledge that 
tempt informers to bring victims to’ he had never seen himwrite. And to give 
them, and the police scattered them-|an idea of what sort of man he was, I 
selves over the country, not only in the must state that, according to his own 
pursuit of their ordinary avocations, but evidence, Coleman was a notorious 
in disguises, and being well acquainted | drunkard, separated from his wife, and 
with vicious characters all over the | charged with living with another woman. 
country, they soon hit upon men who /| He was further suspected of having com- 
could be utilized for their own purposes. | mitted a murder in America, and his 
The Mayo prisoners, in whom I am' parish priest swore that he was unworthy 
\ 











363 Supply—Civil 


of credit on his oath. Yet, upon this 
man’s evidence these prisoners were con- 
victed. It is unnecessary for me to tell 
the Committee what the state of feeling 
was which was aroused in the gan 
in consequence of the way in whic 
these trials were conducted. The feeling 
at this moment is exceedingly strong in 
the county of Mayo, and the belief is 
that these men are innocent, that they 
did not obtain a fair trial, and that they 
are now languishing in prison as the 
victims of a base conspiracy. They have 
been already for several years suffering 
peoel servitude; and even if there had 
een a case against them at all; even if 
the evidence had been good evidence; if 
there was no reason to doubt the charac- 
ter of the evidence, I consider that a 
conscientious Government should recon- 
sider the case and say whether, if there 
is the slightest room for doubt at all, 
men who have been suffering imprison- 
ment for so long a time ought not now 
to be released. How much more should 
these prisoners be entitled to a merciful 
consideration when it is known that 
the evidence upon which they were con- 
victed was evidence of a most infamous 
character. A portion of the corroborative 
evidence was the finding of some arms 
by Constable Campbell, who swore, on 
cross-examination, that the man Cole- 
man was with him and pointed out 
where the arms were. Surely this ought 
to have been accepted as a proof that 
Coleman himself had put them there. 
Moreover, Coleman swore that he was 
one of a party who had conspired to 
murder Police Constable Beattie, and 
that an actual attempt was made to 
poison, and afterwards to kill Beattie by 
the use of an infernal machine. He 
also swore that he was one of a party 
who had lain in wait to murder a 
Mr. Scott and others. Yet this is the 
man upon whose evidence these men 
were convicted. I say that a Govern- 
ment who detain men in prison on evi- 
dence such as that can certainly have 
but very little regard for the cause 
of good government in Ireland. The 
feeling of the people in Ireland is very 
strong, not only with regard to the Bar- 
bavilla case, but also with regard to the 
Maamtrassna case and Mayo case, and 
similar eases all over Ireland. The feel- 
ing is general that innocent men have 
been subjected to grievous injustice in 
almost the whole of these cases; and if 
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Her Majesty’s Government have any 
desire to establish a healthy state of 
public opinion in Ireland, the first step 
they ought to take is to satisfy the public 
mind, by a vigorous investigation, that 
justice shall be done in these cases. 
There is another case to which I desire 
to call attention. Aman named Lavin was 
convicted of sending a threatening letter, 
and was sentenced to seven years’ penal 
servitude. He has now for three years 
been undergoing that penalty. Surely 
a sentence of that nature is far too 
severe for the sending of a threatening 
letter in regard to which, as I under- 
stand, noresultsfollowed. Ithink it is ex- 
ceedingly desirable that the Government 
should pay serious attention to the whole 
of these cases, and I am certainly con- 
vinced that the fact of their taking them 
into their favourable consideration will 
be productive of most happy results in 
Treland. 

Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, 8S.): I wish to say a few words 
in support of the case which has been 
brought before the Committee by my 
hon. Friend and Colleague (Mr. Tuite). 
As far as the people of Westmeath are 
concerned—and, indeed, very many in 
Ireland—they entertain a strong belief 
that the Barbavilla prisoners are entirely 
innocent, and they further believe that 
their conviction was obtained entirely 
by perjury. They are, therefore, of 
opinion that an independent investiga- 
tion should be granted. There were 
four trials, and in two of them the 
jury disagreed. On the third trial 
the evidence relied upon was that of 
the man M‘Keon—a man who has 
been proved to be of the most infa- 
mous character. I quite concur with 
what my hon. Friend has stated—that no 
man ought to be convicted on such testi- 
mony. Unfortunately, the Barbavilla 
eee were convicted because the 

rown at that time was anxious to get 
a conviction at any hazard, and at any 
cost, and by any means, and it did not 
scruple to get other men to support the 
evidence of M‘Keon, because it knew 
that M‘Keon’s evidence standing alone 
was so unreliable and so untrustworthy 
that no 12 men sitting upon a jury would 
believe it. Therefore, the agents of the 
Crown obtained other men, whosecharac- 
ters were quite as infamous, to confirm 
M‘Keon’s evidence, and by that means 
a conviction was obtained. Another 
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curious fact in regard to this case is the | 
inequality of the sentences. The evi- | 
dence adduced on the trial was substan- 
tially the same against the whole of the 
prisoners, who were all tried on a 
charge of conspiracy to murder Mr. 
Smythe, yet one man was sentenced to 
10 years’ penal servitude, another to 
seven years, and one individual was let 
off with 12 months’ imprisonment. I 
should like to know from the Attorney 
General for Ireland, who, no doubt, will 
reply to the statements which have been 
made on this side of the House, how he 
can reconcile these punishments with the 
evidence which was given at the trial? 
I believe that the lucky individual who 
only got 12 months’ imprisonment was a 
man named M‘Grath, and it is asserted 
that the reason he escaped so lightly 
was that he had paid his rent during 
the time of the ‘‘ No Rent Manifesto ;” 
the other prisoners having refused to 
pay their rent. It is almost incredible 
that any man sitting on the Bench for 
the administration of justice should 
allow a matter of that kind to have any 
influence on him in passing sentence. 
But, nevertheless, it is so; and the belief 
in Westmeath is very strong that M‘Grath 
got off with 12 months’ imprisonment 
because he had paid his rent. I join my 
hon. Friend now in his appeal to the 
Government to grant an independent in- 
vestigation so that we may set at rest the 
doubt which now prevails as to the guilt 
or innocence of these men. I hope and 
trust that we shall not be met by a re- 
fusal, but that the Government will 
consent to grant this inquiry, and 
so set at rest once and for ever this 
grievance, which is really one of the 
cruellest that has been perpetrated in 
the name of justice in Ireland for many 
years. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): I shall nct, at this moment, make 
any observations upon the cases which 
have been placed before the Government 
and the Committee by my hon. Friends 
the Members for Westmeath (Mr. Tuite 
and Mr. Donal Sullivan) and Mayo(Mr. J. 
F. X. O’Brien). It will be time enough to 
enter minutely into those cases when we 
have heard the reply which the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland feels himself in a 
position to make, I think it is convenient 
that at this early stage of the debate I 
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man the Chief Secre for Ireland 
some matters connected with the current 
administration of that country for which 
he is directly responsible. I asked a 
Question to-day about the position of 
Sir Redvers Buller. There bas been a 
= statement in the Press that Sir 

edvers Buller has reported to the right 
hon. Gentleman that he has found, in the 
course of the investigation he has been 
actively and industriously making, that 
rents in Clare and Kerry and in parts of 
Cork are too high to be paid. The first 
reply of the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
was that the Reports of Sir Redvers 
Buller were confidential documents, and 
therefore could not be laid on the Table 
of the House. But there was a second 
Question put to the right hon. Gentleman 
as to whether Sir Redvers Buller had 
reported that rents were actually too 
high to be paid, and, in reply to that 
second Question the confidential charac- 
ter of the Reports of Sir Redvers Buller 
at once disappeared, because the right 
hon. Gentleman immediately replied that 
Sir Redvers Buller had not so reported. 
I admit, at once, that the Reports of 
Sir Redvers Buller, or of any other per- 
son engaged in the detection of crime, 
are such Reports as the Government 
have a right to treat as confidential so 
far as they relate to the detection of 
crime, because it may be said that a 
revelation of the information contained 
in the Reports might defeat the ends of 
justice. Therefore, I do not ask that 
the Reports of Sir Redvers Buller, so far 
as they relate to the existence of crime, 
or the means employed for the detection 
of crime, should be communicated to 
Parliament. But if Sir Redvers Buller, 
in the character of a Plenipotentiary 
acting on behalf of the Government, 
extends his Report beyond the question 
of the detection of crime, I submit that 
Parliament is entitled to know what it is 
that he has reported. The Rent Question 
in Ireland is urgent and acute. It 
imminently threatens social order in Ire- 
land. The Government will be called on 
presently to declare their policy in regard 
to the question of rent. They will have 
todo so next week in this House; and I 
think I am not beyond my right in ask- 
ing whether the representations and 
facts upon which the policy of the Go- 
vernment is based come from Sir Redvers 
Buller or any other person, and if so, we 
have certainly a right to know what 
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those representations and facts are. The 
Government have no right to declare, 
upon a question so important as that of 
rent in Ireland, a policy which is to 
vern their action, and then to keep 
m the Representatives of the people 
and from the people themselves the facts 
on which that policy is founded. There- 
fore, I ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland to lay on 
the Table not the Reports of Sir Redvers 
Buller, but those excerpts from them 
which deal with the question of rent, 
and the question of reat alone, which 
may influence the Government in de- 
termining their policy upon that ques- 
tion. I maintain that they have no right 
to found a public policy upon what 
they call confidential information, and 
refuse the Representatives of the Irish 
ople an opportunity of determinin 
ow far that information is correct. f 
think the time has come when we ought 
to have more definite information than 
we have as yet received concerning the 
nature and conditions of the mission of 
Sir Redvers Buller himself. He has 
been driving about Kerry and Clare 
with military officers, magistrates, and 
County Inspectors of Police in his train ; 
and he has been going about in an un- 
defined dual character, asa detective of 
an extraordinary kind, and also as a 
magistrate. He seems to have power 
over the military and power over the 
ge He is responsible to the right 
on. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
and to no one else, and yet we cannot 
ascertain whether he supersedes the 
ordinary magistrates and officers of the 
Queen in the district with which he is 
associated. I venture to say that there 
is no no man in the House who is able 
to understand what the relations of Sir 
Redvers Buller are with the Inspector 
General of the Irish Constabulary. In 
the case of any difference of opinion, will 
the views of Sir Redvers Buller be over- 
borne by the Inspector General, or is 
the Inspector General to impose his will 
upon Sir Redvers Buller? Further, as 
to the disposal of the military, whose 
directionsare to be obeyed—those of the 
Prince of Saxe Weimar, or those of Sir 
Redvers Buller ?—— , 
Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The observations which the hon. Mem- 
ber is now entering into have no re- 
ference to the subject of this Vote, but 
would be more properly discussed on the 
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Vote for the Salaries of Divisional Ma- 
gistrates. 

Mr. SEXTON: The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland is a Minister ee gy for 
the affairs of Ireland, and by far the 
most important officer at the present 
moment is Sir Redvers Buller. He is 
not a county officer, but his district in- 
cludes the whole of the county of Kerry, 
and part of Olare; and I submit that I 
am entitled to ask the Chief Secretary to 
give some account of his mission. He 
is not only a magistrate, but an officer 
as well as a magistrate. As a matter of 
fact he is a Constitutional novelty. 

Tae CHAIRMAN : [understand that 
the salary of Sir Redvers Buller is in- 
cluded in the Supplementary Vote which 
deals with the salaries of Divisional Ma- 
gistrates. That Vote is now on the 
Table, and will come on in due course. 
In my opinion the discussion which the 
hon. Member is entering upon will be 
more appropriate upon that Vote. 

Mr. SEXTON: Well, Sir, if the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary informs the Committee that the 
salary of Sir Redvers Buller is included 
in that Vote I will say nothing further 
now, but I will take another oppor- 
tunity of addressing the remarks to the 
Committee which I had proposed to 
offer now. [Sir Mronarn Hicxs-Beacu : 
That is so.] Then I will go on to an- 
other question. I wish to know what 
course the Government propose to take 
concerning the Proclamation of the Arms 
Act in Belfast and Derry? I propose to 
refer especially to the town of Belfast, 
but the Proclamation of that Act in 
the City of Derry is also a matter of 
some importance. The City of Derry 
was proclaimed in the month of July, 
and | think that before the end of that 
month the time had expired during 
which all persons were legally com- 
pelled by that Proclamation to surrender 
arms. I wish to ask, in the first place, 
if any arms have been surrendered in 
the City of Derry under the Proclama- 
tion of the Earl of Aberdeen, and if not 
why not? What is the theory of the 
Government on the subject? Is it that 
there are no arms to be surrendered, or 
that the persons who possess arms hold 
the Government in such contempt that 
they decline to obey the Proclamation ?- 
If so, do the Government acquiescein that 
view of the authority and patience of the 
Executive\Governmentso farasthese per- 
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sons are concerned ? I belive there have 
been some scenes in the City of Derry 
very lately which render it desirable 
that the Proclamation should either be 
frankly withdrawn, or carried into ope- 
rative effect. For instance, during ‘he 
election of the hon. Gentleman whom I 
now see opposite (Mr. C. Lewis), there 
were some violent scenes, in the course 
of which it would appear that the hon. 
Gentleman was surrounded by a dis- 
orderly mob, and that he shook his 
clenched fist in the face of the Resident 
Magistrate. 

. ©. LEWIS (Londonderry): The 
statement of the hon. Gentleman is ab- 
solutely without foundation. 

Mr. SEXTON: Then I can only re- 
gret that the hon. Gentleman has re- 
frained from contradicting the reports 
which have appeared in the Press of 
Ireland during the last few months. It 
is very singular that what was stated in 
the month of July has not been contra- 
dicted until it has been stated by me in 
this House to-night. Did not the hon. 
Member say on the occasion to which I 
refer—‘‘Oh, Harvey, you scoundrel! 
Harvey, you ruffian!” 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 

Mr. C. LEWIS: Certainly not. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: The observations 
of the hon. Member are altogether 
irregular. 

Mr. SEXTON: I was drawn into 
them by the remark of the hon. Member 
opposite. My information is that arms 
have been largely used for illegal pur- 
poses. The case of the town of Belfast 
is far more important. That town was 
proclaimed under the Arms Act. On the 
19th of July the Lord Lieutenant for 
Ireland gave notice by Proclamation 
that by the 26th of that month all arms 
not legally held in the town of Belfast 
were to be surrendered. I do not 
wonder that that Proclamation has fallen 
through, because the Town Council of 
Belfast held a meeting on the 4th of 
August, and one of the Councillors then 
present stated that the issue of the Pro- 
clamation without consulting the Mayor 
was a great breach of etiquette; another 
Councillor stated that it was the greatest 
breach of etiquette that had occurred 
for — years ; and the gentleman who 

receded me in the representation of the 
estern Division of Ajelfast being pre- 


sent at that meeting, stated that the 
Proclamation was‘a slur upon the town, 
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and that it was the absolute right of 
the Mayor to have been consulted be- 
fore it was issued. Perhaps I may re- 
mind the Chief Secretary that when 
Belfast was proclaimed five or six years 
ago, under the Arms Act of 1881, there 
was no consultation with the Mayor, but 
there was a consultation with the Resi- 
dent Stipendiary Magistrate and the In- 
spector enasal of Constabulary. The 
Inspector General of Constabulary ap- 
a to the present Mayor (Sir Edward 

arland), enjoining him to have war- 
rants issued for a search of arms. I 
wish to know how many search war- 
rants have been granted since the last 
Proclamation has been issued ; and if it 
is true that the only searches which have 
been made, as far asI have been able 
to discover, have been searches in the 
houses of Catholics, in regard to whom 
there was no reason at all to believe 
that they were in the possession of arms? 
The searches for arms have proved quite 
fruitless; but I believe, as a matter of 
fact, that the Government have per- 
sistently abstained from searching the 
houses of those who were connected with 
the faction which is notorious for the 
illegal possession of arms. Since the 
26th of July there has been firing going 
on all night through, and constant fusil- 
lades in the streets of Belfast. On the 
8th of August, and again on the 15th 
of August, these fusillades continued 
throughout the entire night, and on the 
last occasion from midnight until the 
middle of the next day. Have the Go- 
vernment inquired who the persons were 
who were in the possession of arms? 
Have they endeavoured to ascertain in 
what part of the town the people who 
use the arms lived? Is there any real 
intention to make the Proclamation 
operative, or is it to remain a dead 
letter? Of the courses that were open 
to the Government under the Proclama- 
tion, they adopted the worst. They have 
allowed the Proclamation to remain in 
formal existence without making any 
attempt to carry it out. In fact, it 
would have been a much better course 
to have withdrawn the Proclamation al- 
together. Certainly, the course dictated 
to them by public necessity and public 
duty, in view of the notorious occur- 
rences in Belfast, by which the lives not 
only of civilians but of the Constabulary 
Force and of soldiers have been lost by 
the illegal use of firearms, was to have 
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put the Proclamation in force. As one 
of the Representatives of Belfast, I am 
most intimately concerned in this ques- 
tion, and I am entitled to ask whether 
the Government do or do not intend to 
carry out the Proclamation? I recently 
asked a Question concerning the grant- 
ing of arms to Rifle Clubs in Ireland, 
and it was only upon a second attempt 
that I succeeded in obtaining an answer 
from the right hon. Gentleman the Se- 
cretary of State for War (Mr. W. H. 
Smith). The right hon. Gentleman has 
assured me that it is a fact that certain 
rifle corps in Ireland are allowed to use 
the ranges at Her Majesty’s barracks 
for the purpose of rifle practice, that 
they carry on drill under the instruction 
of a sergeant of Her Majesty’s Military 
Forces, and by a sanction of some sort 
obtained from the Lord Lieutenant, they 
are alleged to procure, at cost price only, 
ammunition from the military stores. 
I wish to ask if that practice is to be 
brought to an end, seeing that the 
people of Ireland generally are to be 

isarmed? I must say that it appears 
to be a very strange practice to allow 
specially privileged bodies of persons to 
procure ammunition under such favour- 
able conditions. Certainly, in a country 
where the bulk of the people are dis- 
armed by a legislative enactment, it is 
particularly offensive and objectionable 
to allow Her Majesty’s Forces to drill a 
privileged body, and to allow them to 
obtain ammunition under specially fa- 
vourable terms. What will the British 
taxpayer say to a system under which 
he is obliged to pay taxes for supplying 
ammunition for the military purposes of 
the Crown when this ammunition is to 
be supplied to persons who may possibly 
shoot down the constabulary and sol- 
diers we maintain in Ireland in order 
to secure the due observance of the 
law? What will the people of this 
country say when they find that the 
skill of regimental sergeants and the 
accommodation of .the barracks are 
placed at the disposal of civilians, and 

aid for out of the money voted by this 

ouse? There is a general belief in 
Belfast that these Rifle Clubs have been 
a fruitful means of propagating the 
worst elements of the disorders in that 
town. What security will the Govern- 
ment take that the intimate relations of 
these Rifle Clubs with the authorities 
of the Orown and the supply of am- 
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munition shall not be made a means 
whereby encouragement is given to 
illegitimate and possibly criminal pro- 
ceedings? What check is there on the 
issue of ammunition to a rifle corps in 
the very quarter where the fusillades 
take place, and where the police and 
the military were made a target of 
throughout the entire night? The evi- 
dence of the constabulary is that the 
ammunition used against them was of 
superior quality, that it was fired at 
long ranges, and that it must have been 
fired from excellent weapons. There is 
a well-founded belief that the weapons 
of the rifle corps were used against the 
soldiers, and that the ammunition was 
procured under this benevolent system 
at the military barracks. I trust that 
before this debate concludes we shall 
know how much ammunition has been 
given out every year from the Queen’s 
stores to the rifle corps of Belfast. Was 
the ammunition issued with the sanction 
of the Lord Lieutenant ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Mrcwazt Hicks - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): The sanction of the Lord 
Lieutenant, as far as I am acquainted 
with the matter, is given on his being 
satisfied that the club is a respectable 
club. I believe that the Lord Lieu- 
tenant has no control over the issue of 
ammunition. 

Mr. SEXTON : It is of equal import- 
ance to us to know upon what grounds 
the Lord Lieutenant comes to the con- 
clusion that a rifle club is a respectable 
club. If ammunition is to be served out 
on specially favourable terms to rifle 
corps, the Government ought to be care- 
ful as to the nature of the club, and I 
certainly am of opinion that they would 

uire such information if the club was 
a National Club. Iam perfectly satisfied 
that in such a case they would institute 
the most stringent inquiry as to the re- 
pectability of each person included in 
the club. Therefore, I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he will consider 
a club composed of Nationalists, and not 
of Orangemen, a respectable club? I 
must further ask how much ammunition 
was given out, and what security was 
taken that it should be applied to legiti- 
mate purposes? I certainly cannot as- 
sent to any system by which a great 
town like Belfast, torn to pieces by re- 
ligious differences and subjected to riot- 
ing and disorder—I cannot assent to a 
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system by which ammunition is supplied 
by the Military Authorities at cost price 
to one section of the townspeople, with 
the result of not only endangering pro- 
perty, but life. I further wish to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman how far he 
has proceeded, up to the present moment, 
in reorganizing the Police Force of Bel- 
fast? I do not expect him to declare 
what ought to be the permanent mea- 
sures that will be taken. That, of course, 
must depend on the Report of the Royal 
Commission ; but what I want to know 
is what are the temporary measures by 
which he hopes to maintain the peace 
of Belfast until the Royal Commission 
report? I say that the Government 
are reponsible for the recent riots, be- 
cause they failed to establish a police 
station at Queen’s Island 22 years ago, 
when the shipwrights of Queen’s Island 
made an attack upon the navvies work- 
ing in the docks on account of difference 
of creed. It was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to have established a police station 
there and then; and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman knows as well as I do that on 
the 4th of June last, when 600 or 800 
shipwrights marched out of Queen’s 
Island and made an attack upon 100 
men at Alexandra Dock, the police ran 
away and did not return until the riot 
was over. I am perfectly satisfied that 
if the police had had a station on the 
spot, or even near it, a dozen determined 
constables armed with rifles or revolvers, 
or even with batons in their hands, 
would have prevented the rioting, the 
life of the boy James Carney would 
never have been taken, and there would 
have been none of the riots attended by 
bloodshed and the destruction of pro- 
perty which has since taken place. An 
extraordinary report comes to me on the 
best possible authority, although I must 
admit that I cannot altogether believe 
it. It is that in the district of Belfast, 
from which the police force were lately 
driven out, and in which the authority 
of the Queen was for a time superseded, 
Her Majesty’s Government, at the in- 
stigation of the Rev. Dr. Hanna and 
other principal instigators of the riots, 
have a that the police force sta- 
tioned there shall be Protestants, and 
Protestants of a particular political bias. 
It is true that the lice of Ireland, as 
at present com , is one-fourth Pro- 
testant and three-fourths Catholic; but 
the proportion in Belfast is different, 





being three-fourths Protestant and ones 
fourth Catholic. Of that I dowétcom- — , 
plain, because the majority of cbgeonle F 
there are Protestants; but what 2 
complain of is that the same proportion 
should not have been observed in other 
parts of the town when the riots took 
place. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will be able to make a frank declaration 
that there is no intention of placing in 
the riotous districts of Belfast a police 
force almost entirely Protestant, because 
the main features of the riots were the 
attacks which were made by a riotous 
mob on the shops of the Catholics in 
that quarter of the town where the Ca- 
tholics were very few. What is to be- 
come of these unfortunate people if the 
police employed for the protection of 
life and property are to be selected 
solely because they are Protestants? Ac- 
cording to the statement made to me, 
Mr. Reed, the Inspector General of Con- 
stabulary, was asked a few days ago in 
Belfast, at a meeting of the Executive 
Committee, whether he had promised 
the Rev. Dr. Hanna—better known as 
“Roaring Hanna”—that on re-estab- 
lishing the police in the Shankhill Road 
he would find everything satisfactory to 
him, and that the force would be com- 
sed of Protestants. The Inspector 
eneral was also asked whether he in- 
tended to allow the police to goback tothe 
Shankhill, Road or whether the hopes of 
those who desired to see the re-establish- 
ment of a local force were to be realized. 
I trust, upon this point, to obtain some 
assurance from the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for Ire- 
land, because it has been stated lately 
that the Government propose to give in 
upon the point and to consent to the es- 
tablishment of a local force. It is cer- 
tainly a serious matter if the highest 
officials of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
have given an undertaking to one of the 
persons chiefly responsible for the recent 
riots that the police who are to have 
charge of the Shankhill Road are to be 
a Protestant force. I know nothing 
whatever of the rumour, and I only re- 
peat the statement, as it has been made 
to me, as a matter of duty, in order to 
ascertain what the views of the Govern- 
ment are. Before I sit down I wish to 
know what is the condition of the ques- 
tion in re. to the sa, of 
Catholics in Belfast who have been 
thrown out of work in consequence of 
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the riots? The right hon. Baronet the 
Chief Secretary said the other day that 
he believed most of the Catholics had 
returned to work, and that he expected, 
in the course of a few days, the rest 
would be restored to their employment. 
I asked if the observation applied to the 
establishment of the Mayor --Sir Edward 
Harland—and the right hon. Gentleman 
told me he could not say. I have here 
a letter from a person employed in the 
shipyard of Sir Edward Harland, and 
the writer tells me that altogether 150 
Catholics have been obliged to leave the 
Island, and that only some half-dozen 
have resumed work, or less than 1-20th 
of the entire number. The remainder 
are anxious to go back, but they are 
afraid to do so, because no undertaking 
is given by the firm that they will be 
afforded protection. Now, Sir, the case 
of the shipyard on Queen’s Island is 
only a type of numerous other cases in 
Belfast. The Government have hitherto 
refrained from bringing their influence 
to bear upon the employers. Of course, 
I know what the inclination of the right 
hon. Gentleman himself must be. He 
must surely desire that work should be 
re-established; he cannot expect that 
social order in Belfast can be placed on 
a sound and firm and satisfactory basis 
so long as there are a number of poor 
Catholic workmen who are kept by force 
from earning a livelihood. I think, then, 
that I do not ask too much from the right 
hon. Gentleman when I request him to 
communicate with Sir Edward Harland, 
the Mayor of Belfast, and press upon 
him the duty of adopting measures for 
the adequate protection of his workmen. 
I appeal to him also, from the high au- 
thority of his Office, to state to the Com- 
mittee that the Government expect the 
Mayor of Belfast, for his own interests 
and for the public good, to take ade- 
quate measures for the prevention of 
further disorder, and to restore to work 
and the means of earning a living 
hundreds of poor Catholic people who 
are now burdening the local rates of 
the town. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
I have no wish to interfere, in any way, 
with the consideration which the Go- 
vernment may give to the appeal which 
has just been made to them in this 
matter. But, during the course of the 
speeches which we have listened to to- 
night, I have heard of packed juries 
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and of convictions obtained at any price 
by perjured evidence. Now, I have 
served on several Commissions for the 
trial of prisoners under the Crimes Act 
in Dublin. [Laughter from the Home 
Rule Members.} Hon. Gentlemen may 
laugh, but I regard it as one of the 
most unpleasant duties which a citizen 
can be called upon to perform, and I 
have been made to know it, as probably 
some hon. Members are aware. I wish 
to say that as far as the question of in- 
formers is concerned, on every jury 
on which I sat under the Crimes Act, 
the Judge was most careful in telling 
the jury that they were not to rely upon 
the evidence of the informer if they did 
not consider that there was sufficient 
evidence without it. We were directed 
simply to take the evidence of the in- 
former as supplementary, and not tofound 
the verdict solely upon it. In every case 
that was the direction given by the 
Judge to the juries on which I sat, and 
I have no reason to doubt that it was 
— in every case that was tried in 

reen Street Court House. Therefore, 
the Committee must not run away 
with the conclusion that the verdicts 
were founded on the evidence of these 
men; there must have been other evi- 
dence, or otherwise it would have been 
impossible to have obtained a conviction. 
There is another thing I desire to say. 
It has been implied by hon. Members 
who have taken part in the debate that 
the special jurors in Dublin were simply 
as wax in the hands of the Crown, 
prepared to bring in whatever verdict 
the Crown chose to ask for. Now, I 
would put it to hon. Members below the 
Gangway whether, in several notable 
cases, political prisoners who stood in 
the dock were not acquitted without re- 
gard to the feelings of the Crown? I 
would instance the case of Fitzgerald. 
The jury in that case, although it has 
been described as a packed jury, acquit- 
ted the prisoner, ms I object to sit by 
and hear my fellow-citizens libelled in 
this manner. I say that the citizens of 
Dublin are as intelligent, as upright, 
and of as high character as hon. Mem- 
bers below the Gangway, and they will 
compare with them very favourably in 
every respect in which the Committee 
may wish to draw a comparison. It is 
grossly unfair for hon. a below 
the Gangway to say that the leading mer- 
chants of Dublin, who have sat on these 
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juries, and who have performed good 
eter st to the State during these trials, 
rendering it often at the peril of their 
lives, should be libelled by the assertion 
that they were merely as wax in the 
hands of the Crown, ready to bring in 
any verdict the Crown desired to obtain. 
As to the Barbavilla case, I express no 
opinion whatever. If the Government 
think it is a case for inquiry I sincerely 
hopethey will grant aninquiry. The hon. 
Member for Westmeath (Mr. Sullivan) 
stated that there had been four trials of 
these prisoners already. Under those 
circumstances, I would ask a question 
which must occur to every man in this 
House. If the whole of this evidence 
was in existence, why was it not pro- 
duced on one or other of the four trials 
which have already taken place? How 
is it that it only comes out now after the 
men have been convicted of this crime ? 
I say, again, that I have no desire to in- 
terfere with any consideration the Go- 
vernment may give to the circumstances 
of this case. If they think that there 
has been a miscarriage of justice I should 
rejoice to see the prisoners set at liberty. 
But what I object to is that the citizens 
of Dublin should be libelled and the 
Judges misrepreserted in this abomin- 
able manner. As far as my own per- 
sonal knowledge goes, the citizens of 
Dublin brought to the consideration of 
these matters very great intelligence and 
the strongest desire to do their duty both 
by the prisoners and to the Crown. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) : 
This question of trials in Dublin is one 
which does not involve, in itself, any 
question with regard to the character of 
Dublin jurors. No doubt the hon. Gen- 
tleman who has just sat down, who is 
one of the most notorious of those per- 
sons who were constantly employed for 
the purpose of trying special jury cases 
in Dublin, is anxious to defend himself 
and his colleagues from the imputations 
which have been made against them. 
In this particular case, however, what 
we do is not to bring general charges, 
but to make specific statements which 
are perfectly capable of contradiction 
and disproot if the statements themselves 
are capable of being disproved. The 
statements made by my hon. Friend are 
perfectly clear and distinct. There is a 
well-known belief in Ireland that there 
was a miscarriage of justice in the Bar- 
bavilla case. I was in the Court House 
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in Green Street during a on of the 
trial of these men, and I was present 


while the old informer, M‘Keon, was 
giving his evidence. I am La ga to 
say that no juror who followed the evi- 
dence given by M‘Keon could come to 
any other conclusion than that the man 
was all the time perjuring himself. No 
one who was not either hopelessly unin- 
telligent or blindly biased by political 
faction could arrive at any other conclu- 
sion. Nothing could be more clear; and 
I am bound to say that as far as there 
were materials in his possession the 
prisoners were defended with great 
ability by Dr. Boyd—now Mr. Justice 
Boyd. It appears to me, however, 
that the special jurors in Dublin, at 
the time the trial was going on, were 
animated rather by a desire to strike 
terror into the people of the country than 
by the wish to do justice. The hon. 
Member alluded to the trial of Mr. 
Fitzgerald, but I think it was one of the 
last cases he ought to have referred 
to. Ifever there was a case in Ireland 
in which a man was subjected to con- 
stant and systematic persecution; if 
ever there was a case in which trumped- 
up evidence was resorted to for the pur- 
pose of depriving an innocent man of 
his liberty, it was the case of Mr. Fitz- 

erald. So weak was the case of the 

rown that as soon as the trial of Mr. 
Fitzgerald, which was put forward as a 
kind of test case, was di of, 11 
other men were discharged from custody. 
I do not know that it is necessary to 
enter into the character of many of the 
persons who have been engaged as 
special jurors. The hon. Member spoke of 
Dublin merchants as serving upon these 
special juries. We all know what sort 
of persons the special jurors really were. 
There was one of these special jurors to 
whom I drew attention some time ago 
in this House. He was a person em- 
ployed as a messenger in the Customs. 
That is a specimen of the usual Dublin 
merchant employed in a crisis like this 
for the purpose of securing the convic- 
tion of a prisoner. I do not think it is 
necessary to canvass the conduct of these 
men further. My hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for South Mayo (Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien) has called attention to the con- 
viction of the Mayo prisoners. The 
Mayo prisoners were convicted in the 
City of Cork, before a Cork special jury; 
but there were the same arrangements 
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in regard to the empannelling of special | suppl 


juries as those which were resorted to 
in Dublin. We know the manner in 
which the conviction of the Crossmalina 

risoners was brought about. Even the 
Feige was browbeaten by the prose- 
euting counsel. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: I think the bon. 
Member is travelling very widely from 
the question before the Committee. His 
remarks appear to me to be altgether 
irrelevant. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: On the first 
trial the Crossmalina prisoners were not 
convicted ; but when another Judge was 
sent down the conviction was secured. 
My hon. Friend has related the result 
of the conviction. Some of the prisoners 
were sentenced to penal servitude for 10 

ears, and some of them for a less period. 

here is, however, a prevalent belief in 
the county of Mayo, not only among per- 
sons of the so-called disloyal class, but 
even among the loyal inhabitants, that 
if any man in the county of Mayo, by 
word or deed, had endeavoured to dis- 
countenance crime and outrage, that man 
was Patrick Hanney, now undergoing a 
sentence of penal servitude on a charge 
of conspiracy to murder. We know that 
in law the evidence of an informer is 
considered infamous ; but if it had not 
been for the evidence of informers, I 
maintain that in nosingle instance would 
the special jurors in Dublin or Cork 
have arrived at the conclusion that the 

ersons charged before them were guilty. 

he conviction in every case was ob- 
tained by the evidence of informers, the 
evidence of men of good character being 
altogether insufficient to prevent a con- 
viction. There is another case to which 
I desire to draw the attention of the 
Committee. It is a case which was 
brought under the notice of the Earl of 
Carnarvon, when he was Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, at a time when the 
present Attorney General for Ireland 
occupied a similar position to that 
which he now occupies. The present 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, 
who was then Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, in reply to a speech of my hon. 

riend the Member for the City of Cork 


(Mr. Parnell), when he brought forward 
a Motion last year in reference to cer- 
tain convictions in Ireland, including 
the Maamtrasna case, also called atten- 
tion to the case of the brothers Dela- 
hunty. He invited my constituents to 
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'y the Earl of Oarnarvan with a 
statement of their views on the subject. 
I did supply the Earl of Canarvon, at 
the time, with a statement of facts re- 
garding the conviction of the two 

rothers Delahunty. I do not think it 
necessary to trouble the Committee with 
a recital of those facts now; but there 
were two or three main points con- 
nected with the case which I think it 
would be well to state to the Committee. 
In the first place, these men were con- 
vieted of the crime of firing at the person 
of a man who had been a life-long per- 
sonal enemy. There was no trace of 
shot found, no trace of a revolver or 
gun, and the whole charge depended on 
the testimony of the person who swore 
he was fired at, and a boy of weak in- 
tellect named Markham. It was upon 
this evidence that the two brothers were 
convicted of the crime of firing at the 
person, and they were sentenced to penal 
servitude for life. But a man named 
Slatter, about six months after the con- 
viction, when lying upon his death- 
bed, made a declaration before two Re- 
sident ee Percival of the 
county of Ennis, and Mr. Crothy, Resi- 
dent Magistrate for the Eastern Division 
of Clare. The death-bed confession of 
Slatter was that he had suborned the 
evidence, and that the statements made 
by Markham were altogether false. As 
soon as this charge was made, Markham 
left the country, and within a very short 
period every man connected with the 
prosecution left Ireland. I sent a state- 
ment of the facts of the case to the Earl 
of Carnarvon, and I clearly proved by 
affidavits that by no possibility could 
Markham have been where he swore he 
was on the night in question. Among 
the persons who made the affidavit to 
that effect was Markham’s own brother. 
There was another point. Owing to no 
fault of the counsel who defended the 
prisoners, but owing to the defective 
manner in which these men’s defence 
was got up, all the facts of the case were 
not got out. The prisoners were poor 
country boys; they had no money, and 
they were not able to instruct counsel in 
a proper manner. The solicitor origi- 
nally instructed was a man who resided 
many miles away. The men were tried 
at the Cork Winter Assizes, and before 
the trial came on the solicitor left Cork 
and went to Dublin, leaving counsel 
very imperfectly instructed. When the 
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trial came on there was only one counsel 

resent with very defective instructions 
indeed ; but he was a very able man, 
and he made a fair case out of the 
very scanty materials with which he had 
been supplied. The counsel, however, 
was placed in a doubly embarrassed 
position, because he had no chance of 
communicating with his own witnesses 
beforehand, the solicitor having left for 
Dublin ; and during the progress of the 
trial some material points arose on which 
it was very necessary that he should 
have consulted with the witnesses. Hav- 
ing no intermediary he was unable to 
acquaint himself with the whole state of 
the facts, even so far as his own wit- 
nesses were concerned, and counsel, 
therefore, was placed at a terrible dis- 
advantage. It was not altogether the 
fault of the Crown, although the Crown 
did act, in the first instance, unfairly, 
because they moved the prisoners from 
one gaol to another, without giving the 
first solicitor who was instructed in the 
case an opportunity of knowing where 
the men had been sent to. The Earl of 
Carnarvon replied to my appeal on that 
occasion that he saw no reason for recon- 
sidering the sentence; but he thought 
that if an application were made later 
on, the question of the duration of the 
sentence might reasonably be taken into 
consideration. Well, Sir, I make an 
po wpecnes now for the reconsideration 
of the sentence. It is impossible to hope 
that the present Lord Lieutenant wil! 
reverse & decision arrived at by his Pre- 
decessor ; but what I claim is that these 
men, having now already undergone 
four years’ penal servitude, should have 
their case reconsidered with a view of 
securing & mitigation of the sentence. 
I maintain that in all the circumstances 
of the case a sentence of penal servitude 
for life was much too severe a sentence. 
It must also be remembered that the 
men were convicted at a time of great 
excitement, and of strained social rela- 
tions in Ireland—at a time when sen- 
tences were passed very much in excess 
of what would be passed for similar 
offences in England and Scotland, or, 
indeed, anywhere else except Ireland. 
Therefore, having laid before the Chief 
Secretary the facts of the case, I would 
ask him now to reconsider the sentence 
which was passed on these men with a 
view of obtaining their release. I may 
add that they were men of a most ex- 
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cellent character — quite of a different 
character from the persons who charged 
them with the offence, and who were 
ns of a notoriously bad character. 
f the right hon. Gentleman will inquire 
into the circumstances of the case I t 
he will he able to satisfy himself that 
the time has now come when the in- 
terests of justice be will satisfied by the 
release of the prisoners. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): As some hon. Gentleman op- 
posite have appealed to mein the course 
of the debate it is convenient that Ishould 
say the few words I have to say at the 
present moment. I do not intend, and 
I am sure no one in this House would 
expect that in such a debate I should 
enter into a consideration of the facts of 
every case which has occurred, or ad- 
dress to the Committee arguments which 
“— properly to be only addressed to 
a Judge and jury. I may say that I 
have had no notice of a great number 
of the matters which have been brought 
before the Committee, and it would be 
altogether impossible for a Law Officer 
of the Crown to remember everything 
which has occurred during his own 
tenure of Office, much less matters with 
which he has had nothing whatever to 
do, and which had been begun, carried 
on, and ended before he had any re- 
sponsibility for the administration of 
justice in Ireland. It so happens, how- 
ever, that I know a little about one or 
two of the cases to which reference has 
been made, and without entering into 
arguments or discussing matters, which 
it seems to me the House of Com- 
mons is one of the very worst places in 
which to discuss them, I will say what 
has been done in the Barbavilla case. 
The case of the Barbavilla prisoners has 
been more than once, in the form of 
Questions or debate, before the House ; 
and I should like to call the attention of 
the Committee to the progress of the 
ease. The hon. Member is quite right 
in stating that the prisoners now in gaol 
and serving out their sentences were in- 
dicted for conspiracy to murder. The 
first four were put on their trial at the 
end of the year 1883, and the jury 
having on that occasion disagreed the 
same four prisoners were tried again 
before the Tord Chief Baron, in the 
county of Dublin, in the month of March 
following. That trial resulted in a ver 
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dict of guilty. I have read the pamphlet 
which vy 62 published by Father 
Curry in reference to the case ; and I also 
have read what took place at the trial. 
The greater part of the arguments put 
forth in that pamphlet, as well as the 
arguments used to-day, are the very 
arguments which were addressed to the 
Judge and jury by one of the ablest 
counsel at the Irish Bar who appeared 
in the defence of the prisoners. There 
were two trials, one of which terminated 
in the disagreement of the jury, while 
the other resulted in a verdict of guilty. 
Everything that could possibly be 
brought forward by way of argument 
on behalf of the prisoners, and on behalf 
of the Crown, was brought forward. On 
the last occasion a verdict was found be- 
fore the Lord Chief Baron, and every- 
one who is acquainted with that dis- 
tinguished Judge knows that he is an 
eminent Constitutional lawyer; and that 
he would be the last man in any country 
to allow any topic to be pressed unfairly 
against a prisoner. Something has been 
said about the juries of the City of 
Dublin. Having had mueh to do with 
them during my life, I beg to say that I 
entirely endorse all the high encomiums 
which have been passed in their favour 
by the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
(itr. T. W. Russell). In selecting the 
jury panel there was no officer who had 
any power to pick and choose. The 
jurors were selected according to a prin- 
ciple laid down some years ago—namely, 
that of alphabetical arrangement, from 
which principle there can be no devia- 
tion whatever. The matter was al- 
together beyond the control of any offi- 
eer of the Government. |Mr. M. J. 
Kenny: How about the Crimes Act ?] 
The practice under the Crimes Act was 
precisely the same except that instead 





of the yap being selected from one 
venue they were selected from two. So 
much with regard to the first case. In 


the second case, four or five of the pri- 
soners now under sentence were tried, 
and again there was an abortive trial. 
The case then came before another dis- 
tinguished Judge, and the men were de- 
fended by eminent counsel, who had the 
advantage of being present at the first 
trial ; but notwithstanding all the know- 
ledge which was obtained in the first trial, 
and all theadvantage which the prisoners 
possessed in consequence in rebutting 
the charge, the result was that a verdict 
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of guilty was found against them. It is 
not for me to say whether the verdict 
was right or not. All I say is that the 
result was obtained in the ordinary 
Constitutional way for determining the 
_ or innocence of an accused person. 
he hon, Member opposite (Mr. Tuite) 
has, in the course of this debate, said that 
he couceives it is right for any person who 
has been tried and found guilty to have 
his sentence reviewed in a Constitutional 
manner. I entirely agree with the hon. 
Member; but the Constitutional way is 
not by a discussion in the House of 
Commons. That has never been sug- 
preted by anyone. Hon. Members must 
ow that no discussions take place 
here as to the way in which the 
Home Secretary for England exercises 
the rights which are intrusted to him. 
In the case of Ireland, advice in re- 
gard to the exercise of the Perogative 
of mercy is given to the Lord Lieutenant 
by the Lord Chancellor; and if every case 
is to be reviewed on the floor of this 
House, it would be impossible to get 
through the Civil Service Estimates in a 
month, or even in 12-months. There is, 
however, a Constitutional mode whereby 
persons who have been convicted, and 
who conceive that there are certain cir- 
cumstances which ought to be taken into 
consideration in order to secure a remis- 
sion of the penalty, may secure that their 
case will undergo review. Now, what 
happened in this case? I find that the 
last of these prisoners was convicted in 
the summer of 1884, and long after that 
—namely, in the spring of 1885, when 
all the matters now referred to by the 
hon. Member had passed away—a Me- 
morial was presented to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant by the friends of the prisoners, 
appealing to him to take the matter into 
consideration and exercise his judgment 
upon it. The Lord Lieutenant at that 
time was Earl Spencer, and he had, when 
the Memorial was first presented to him, 
the advantage of the advice of a distin- 
a ae aan late Lord Chancelior 
ullivan—who entered fully into every- 
thing that was brought to the noticeof the 
Government in reference to the matter. 
Earl Spencer himself went through the 
case. Subsequently another Lord Chan- 
eellor—Lord Chancellor Naish — suc- 
ceeded ; his attention was also drawn to 
the case, and he gave his advice. The 
result of that consideration was that Earl 
Spencer came to the conclusion that the 
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law ought to take its course. There was 
then a change of Government. A Oon- 
servative Government came in, with 
Lord Ashbourne as Lord Chancellor, 
and all the evidence was referred to him, 
as well as the statement of Father 
. Now, the Government of that 
day had had nothing to do with the pro- 
secution of these men, and they had no 
conduct of their own to justify in refer- 
ence to it. There was no reason, there- 
fore, why they should not bring to the 
consideration of the case a most un- 
biased and impartial mind, or why they 
should not deal with all the facts as 
readily and as impartially as an English 
Judge dealing with an ordinary case 
which might come before him in the 
ordinary course of his duties. The 
matter was carefully considered by the 
Earl of Carnarvon and Lord Chancellor 
Ashbourne, and the result was that they 
also decided that the law should take 
its course. Again, when the Earl of 
Aberdeen became Lord Lieutenant the 
cases were again considered by him. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): Was 
that the case of the whole of the 
prisoners ? 

Mr. HOLMES: I know that it was 
on behalf of one of them at all events; 
but I should not like to state that it was 
forall. It will, therefore, be seen that 
successive Lords Lieutenant of Ireland, 
taking the advice of successive Lord 
Chancellors, have in every case arrived 
at the same conclusion—namely, that 
the punishment inflicted by the Judge 
upon these prisoners was a punish- 
ment which ought not to be interfered 
with. I would say, even now, that if a 
Memorial were addressed to the Lord 
Lieutenant, setting forth any new facts, 
the matter would not again receive the 
consideration which it is entitled to re- 
ceive ; but the only mode of inquiry pro- 
vided by the Constitution in cases of this 
kind is an inquiry which has already 
taken place on more than one occasion. 

Mr. TUITE: The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman will recollect what 
was the result of the further investigation 
which took place in the case of Brian 
Kilmartin. 

Mr. HOLMES: There is no power to 
hold sworn inquiries such as have been 
suggested. That, indeed, would be a new 
trial; such as is unknown to the English 
law and Constitution. So much in regard 
to the Barbavilla case. As to the Cross- 
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malina case, [ happen to know some- 
thing about that also. A conviction 
was obtained in the spring of the year 
1884; but there had been a disagree- 
ment among the jury in the previous 
December. It is a remarkable circum- 
stance that from the spring of 1884 
down to the month of September, 1885, 
no representations were made, as far as 
I am aware of, to the Lord Lieutenant, 
or any other authority, on behalf of the 
prisoners. What occurred was that in 
the autumn of the year 1885 some 
members of the Boards of Guardians in 
the county of Mayo passed resolutions 
calling on the Lord Lieutenant to con- 
sider whether the sentence should not 
be remitted, and giving as a reason that 
crime was disappearing to a great ex- 
tent, and that it was a desirable thing 
for the peace of the country that these 
men, who had occupied a good position, 
should return to society. No fresh facts 
were brought forward, and no arguments 
beyond those which had been addressed 
to the jury upon the trial. The matter 
was carefully considered, and the answer 
was only what might have been expected 
under the circumstances, that the law 
must take its course. No doubt, if there 
are any new facts which can be brought 
before the Lord Lieutenant in the 
ordinary way, and in the only way in 
which they can be brought forward, they 
will receive the attention they are en- 
titled to. Hon. Members opposite seem 
to think that no trial can be conducted 
anywhere without a conspiracy on 
the part of someone to pervert the 
course of justice. Now, hon. Members 
generally in this House must know 
that the late Lord Lieutenant, who was 
himself responsible for these prosecu- 
tions, and the present Lord Lieutenant 
are high-minded English Gentlemen. 
They have done that which they were 
bound to do. They have considered 
fully the facts which have been put 
before them, and I have stated what 
the results of that consideration is. Of 
course, it must be, to a certain extent, ob- 
vious to hon. Members that a very strong 
case indeed must be made out before 
the decision already arrived at could be 
reversed. Reference has been made to 
a third case—that of the brothers Dela- 
hunty. That case shows the incon- 
venience of a discussion of this nature. 
Now, I know nothing of the case of the 
Delahunty’s. I had nothing to do with 
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their prosecution, and the accidental cir- 
cumstances which made me acquain 
with the other cases did not occur in 
this. Therefore, I cannot say one word 
either one way or the other about it ; but, 
as I have pointed out, a mode exists by 
which the opinion of the Constitutional 
authorities can be taken, and that is by 
the presentation of a Memorial. If a 
Memorial is presented it will receive full 
and careful consideration. It is clear 
that, as far as this House is concerned, 
the discussion which has been going on 
can lead to no profitable result. I have 
spoken as fully on the subject as I can. 
I have no wish to prejudge any pro- 
ceeding which may take place. I have 
simply given an historical account of 
what has been done in the past; and I 
firmly believe that both in regard to the 
present Administration and the last their 
only desire was to carry out the law in 
Treland firmly, but at the same time 
with justice, paying due regard to every- 
thing that characterizes the adminis- 
tration of the law in England. 

Mr. TUITE: The Attorney General 
for Ireland has stated that it is wrong 
to bring these cases before the House of 
Commons; but how, then, are the Irish 

eople to ventilate their grievances? It 
is suggested that two Lords Lieutenant 
of Ireland have inquired into this case ; 
but what was the nature of those in- 
quiries? They brought forward men 
who have got large rewards, men who, 
having been third-class Inspectors, had 
been made first-class Sub-Inspectors, 
men who have received large pecuniary 
rewards; and I ask whether these are 
the sort of persons in whom the Lord 
Lieutenant ought to have unbounded 
confidence in inquiries of this kind? 
Certainly not. These are men who are 
themselves guilty of perjury and cor- 
ruption in obtaining verdicts, and ought 
not to be brought into such an inquiry. 
If there is to be any investigation of the 
case of these unfortunate men it must 
be an impartial one. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland has told us there is no pre- 
cedent for inquiry. But I say that the 
case of Brian Kilmartin is a precedent, 
and in that case an independent person 
was sent down to inquire into the facts 
which he reported upon, and in conse- 
quence of that the man was released. 
I know both the locality in which the 
murder was committed and the people, 
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and I say that a more exemplary class 


ted | of men does not exist on God’s earth. 


In order to mark the sense of our dis- 
satisfaction I shall move the reduction 
of this Vote by the sum of £10,000. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £7,866, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in Dublin 
and London, and Subordinate Departments.” — 
(Mr. Tuite.) 

Mr. SHIRLEY (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Doncaster): I must say I think the At- 
torney General for Ireland has not given 
an answer as satisfactory and conclusive 
as it might have been to hon. Gentlemen 
below the Gangway. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman talks about the Con- 
stitution, and suggests that the Irish 
Members should pursue their Oonstitu- 
tional remedy. ut have they got a 
Constitutional remedy ? The very point 
on which they rely is that the Constitu- 
tion is defective, and that, unless they 
bring their grievance before this Com- 
mittee, they have no chance of obtaining 
redress. Now, Sir, I am quite alive to 
the inconvenience of constituting this 
Committee a Court of Criminal Appeal, 
with authority to review and reverse de- 
cisions arrived at in the ordinary Courts 
of Law. But justice is more important 
than convenience, and the Irish Mem- 
bers have no other course open to them. 
The Attorney General for Ireland seems 
to consider that the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland is a kind of Court of Criminal 
Appeal. But he is nothing of the sort— 
not any more than the Sovereign isa 
Court of Criminal Appeal in England. 
The truth is that we have not got a Court 
of Criminal Appeal either in England or 
in Ireland at the present time; and the 
Constitution is, in my opinion, defective 
so far. I hope that the Conservative 
Government now in Office will take an 
early opportunity of improving the Oon- 
stitution in this respect. Some years 
ago an attempt was made by a Liberal 
Government to establish a Court of 
Criminal Appeal, not only for the pur- 
pose of reviewing verdicts, but also of 
revising sentences, and the proposal had 
the support of the most eminent criminal 
lawyer we have in this country, Mr. 
Justice Stephen. Innocence will not be 
secure till such a Court is established ; 
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and, in the meantime, I do not think itis 
matter for wonder or complaint if Mem- 
bers who believe that some verdict was 

iven contrary to the justice and the 
facts of the case should bring it up be- 
fore this Committee, and insist that a 
re-investigation of all the circumstances 
should take place. If there were a Court 
of Criminal Appeal it would be different, 
because then the case would be most 
properly argued and discussed before 
rat a Court, and persons who brought 
it up before this Committee would be 
guilty of Obstruction, and of disloyalty 
to the recognized institutions of the 
country. But,in the present state of the 
law, and under the present defective 
condition of the Constitution, there is 
not any adequate security that justice 
will be done ; and I think it is quite right 
that important public cases, in which 
many persons are interested, should be 
discussed in Parliament. 

Sir JOSEPH M‘KENNA( Monaghan, 
8.): I think the Attorney General for 
Ireland has made too much of the point 
that the House is not constituted for the 
revision of penal sentences. Now, all 
on this side of the House are desirous 
that there should be a fair trial in each 
case, and they ask for an investigation 
in order to bring about that result. 
That is what we have done before, and 
I desire to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee to acase in point. The case of 
Brian Kilmartin has been referred to in 
the course of this discussion; but right 
hon. Gentlemen on the Front Benches 
may, perhaps, forget what that case was. 
On three distinct occasions Kilmartin 
was found guilty of firing on a man in 
the West of Ireland; the case was 
brought before the Lord Lieutenant for 
the time being, and it was two or three 
times also before this House as the sub- 
ject of discussion. ‘The case brought 
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had been found guilty. The case was 
brought forward again before the Go- 
vernment with a view to the exercise of 
the prerogative of mercy on the part of 
the Crown in favour of this man, and 
we were again met with a rehearsal of 
what had been done in order to show 
that what had been done was right, and 
that there was no hope for Kilmartin. 
Lam not in the habit of frequently ad- 
dressing this House in connection with 
persons incriminated, whether rightly or 
wrongly. For my part, I am of opinion 
that the Judges, although they may 
possibly go a little beyond their duty in 
times of excitement, are not likely to 
have a passion for finding persons 
guilty. But notwithstanding that one 
right hon. Gentleman had so strongly 
sustained the conviction of Kilmartin, 
and notwithstanding that I had the 
highest opinion of the legal acumen and 
personal justice of the learned Judge 
who tried the case, it was my opinion 
that they had not brought to the con- 
sideration of the case a perfectly un- 
biased mind ; and I stated at the time 
that, so far as I was able to judge, the 
man suffering the horrors of penal ser- 
vitude was as innocent of the crime for 
which he was suffering as the right 
hon. Gentleman then sitting where the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer now sits, 
or the Judge who tried the case. Sir 
Robert Peel was present on the occa- 
sion 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I must point out 
to the hon. Gentleman that he is enter- 
ing too much into detail. 

Sir JOSEPH M:‘KENNA: I shall 
bring my remarks quickly to a close. 
I say that two right hon. Gentlemen— 
one a late Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
and one whom I am proud to see Leader 
of the House, had the courage of their 
opinions. They were not carried away 








forward was this—that evidence had 
come from the man who had really com- | 
mitted the offence in the form of a con- | 
fession on his death-bed that it was his | 
hand that committed the crime, and that 
Kilmartin, who was suflering penal 
servitude at the time, was not guilty. 
Well, we know that the Government of 
the day, when the case was bronght 
forward, said that Kilmartin had been 


by prejudice; they spoke on the ques- 
tion, and got a promise from the Minis- 
try of the day that the case of Brian 
Kilmartin should be inquired into. The 
Lord Lieutenant then sent down a 
Queen’s Counsel to investigate it. The 
inquiry did not last long; the facts were 
gone over, and they were quite sufficient 
to obtain in a few weeks the liberation 
of Kilmartin. 1 do not know that such 





tried by a jury before an eminent Judge ; 
that the case had had the most careful 
consideration, and tiat the prisoner, 
who had been defended by able counsel, 
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a decision would be come to in the Bar- 
bavilla case ; but I do say that it is emi- 
uently a case intu which inquiry ought 
to be ordered and carried out in tho. 
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same spirit which ruled in the case of 
Brian Kilmartin. 

Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.): I cannot 
congratulate the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 
Ireland on the speech we have just 
heard from him, because itis but a repe- 
tition of speeches that have been made 
in this House for the last four or five 
years. Ihed some hope before the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman rose that, 
as a distinguished Member of an Ad- 
ministration at the head of which we 
have the noble Lord who was instru- 
mental in bringing about a revision 
of the case of Brian Kilmartin, we 
should receive from him an assurance 
of a more satisfactory character than we 
have received. What has the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman stated? He 
has said that the Lord Lieutenant is 
prepared to receive any Memorial or 
representation which might be made on 
behalf of the men now suffering for 
these crimes committed in Ireland. In 
the first place, we know what has been 
the end of applications of this sort ad- 
dressed to the Lord Lieutenant during 
the last few years. They get into the 
hands of interested individuals and come 
to nothing. When we last applied to 
the Lord Lieutenant, Mr. George Bolton 
was the gentleman who took the matter 
in hand. This House is aware of the 
character of Mr. Bolton. He is a con- 
victed swindler; he is a man against 
whom the most serious charges have 
been made and proved. Yet this is the 
individual who is retained in the employ 
of the Crown, and this is the man to 
whom our Memorials and representa- 
tions are sent before the Lord Lieu- 
tenant will give any answer about them. 
The idea of sending our case to that man 
is simply an outrage on the feelings of 
hon. Members on these Benches and of 
the people of Ireland. I cannot con- 
ceive anything more absurd than for the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman to 
stand up and seriously ask us to get 
George Bolton to review this case a 
second time. Why, he would be un- 
worthy of his position as Orown Prose- 
cutor if he allowed the Petitions to have 
any effect. 

Mr. HOLMES: Memorials of this 
kind never, under any circumstances, go 
to the Crown Prosecutor. I can assure 
the Committee that none of these Me- 
morials were ever sent to Mr. Bolton. 


Sir Joseph M‘Kenna 
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Mr. DEASY: I can only say that 
this information comes upon me by sur- 
prise. It is not the first time this state- 
ment has been made, although it is the 
first time it has been contradicted. But 
it is acknowledged that Mr. Bolton has 
been consulted by Earl Spencer in seve- 
ral similar cases; whether he saw the 
Memorial in this or not I do not know; 
but he has been consulted. That cannot 
be contradicted by the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman. Perhaps Gentle- 
men who know very little about the 
state of affairs in Ireland and of the 
kind of men who administer the Criminal 
Law in that country may be disposed 
to say that Memorials should be sent to 
Dublin Castle, and be reviewed there. 
We are perfectly aware that it would 
be impossible to get the Irish Govern- 
ment, whoever it might be who ruled 
at Dublin Castle, whether Tory or Radi- 
cal, to hold a satisfactory investiga- 
tion of any of these cases which we now 
desire to be gone through in an impar- 
tial manner, unless they brought in men 
of independent character, who have 
no political bias, and who, for that 
reason, might be trusted to give an 
independent opinion on them. But, as 
matters stand at present, we have no 
hope from the arrangement which the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman pro- 
posesin this matter. I suppose that Mr. 
O’Brien, Crown Prosecutor in most of the 
recent cases, would be the person to whom 
the Memorial would be sent. It might 
or might not be so; but a man quite as 
bad as Mr. O’Brien would be appointed. 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
objects to our bringing this case for- 
ward in the House of Commons; but 
the House of Commons is the only 
place in which we can veatilate our 
views with any hope of success. The 
hon. Member above the Gangway (Mr. 
Shirley) has fairly said that if we had 
a Court of Oriminal Appeal it would 
not be necessary to bring forward such 
cases here ; but until that Court is estab- 
lished this is the only tribunal we have 
before which we can state the case of 
these prisoners, and from which we can 
ex anything like a fair and impar- 
tial verdict. I do not think we shall 
succeed in getting this investigation 
after the speech of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman; but, at any rate, we 
shall have succeeded in exposing the in- 
famous manner in which convictions are 
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obtained in Ireland, and the fact. that 
there are now lying in prison a number 
of men absolutely innocent of the crimes 
imputed to them, The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman has told us that these 
men have been convicted by the ordi- 
nary law. What was the Crimes Act? 
It was an Act passed to meet a certain 
state of things in Ireland, which the Go- 
vernment have acknowledged in the past 
month no longer exists; it was an inno- 
vation upon the ordinary law of the 
country; it was an innovation of the 
Constitution ; it was a piece of legisla- 
tion unheard of in the history of any 
country in the world. The argument of 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland is cer- 
tainly beyond my comprehension ; and 
I think if the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman would give a little more at- 
tention to the study of Constitutional 
law he would be more careful in 
making these statements with regard 
to the methods by which prisoners 
were convicted in Ireland. I have in 
my own possession, as Member for 
Mayo, the case which an hon. Member 
has brought forward to-night. We 
have been told that six men charged 
with conspiracy to murder were sen- 
tenced to various periods of penal servi- 
tude, of from four years to 10 years’ 
duration. Now, the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell) has 
repudiated the idea of jury packing in 
Ireland. I have nothing to say at 
the present moment on the question 
of criminal trials in Dublin to which 
he has referred; but I do know some- 
thing of one which took place in my 
own city during the time that the 
Crimes Act was in operation. I was in 
a position of advantage in this respect, 
because at the time those convictions were 
obtained I was Member for the City of 
Cork, and in that capacity I was obliged 
carefully to examine and scan the jury 
panel drawn up by those who were con- 
nected with the administration of the 
law. I remember on one oceasion I took 
the opportunity of drawing attention to 
the manner in which juries were packed 
in the City of Cork, owing to the action 
of the Crown Prosecutor, and particu- 
larly to that of Mr. O'Brien. What was 
the case in the particular instance I am 
now referring to? I found that out of 
a panel of 160 or 170 men who answered 
to their names, when a special jury was 
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called 36 jurors were told to stand by 
on the part of the Crown. The pri- 
soners had only the right to challenge 
six jurors when the jury was bei 
empannelled. It was objected to one 
who had been summoned to serve on the 
jury that he had expressed his opinion 
eforehand on the particular case coming 
before the Court, No objection was 
taken by the prisoners’ counsel until he 
had the book in his hand, Then the 
objected to his being sworn; and, 
strange to say, although the Crown had 
the right to direct any number of ; urors 
to stand by, while the prisoner only had 
the right to challenge six, the wo 
insisted on this man being sworn, and 
thereby deprived the prisoner of the 
right of challenge. That is only one 
instance within my knowledge. Now 
with regard to the change of venue. 
Mr. O’Brien explained why these men 
were brought down to the City of 
Cork from Mayo, a distance of 300 
miles; he said it was because if the 
trials took place in the county in which 
the men lived an enormous number of 
witnesses would be brought forward in 
their defence. Well, I have never heard 
such @ reason given by any man who 
claims to be a high-minded or impartial 
man. To say that these men should not 
have been tried in their own county, 
simply because a number of witnesses 
mar be forthcoming to prove their 
innocence, is the most absurd and most 
criminal course that could have been 
taken. There were witnesses brought 
down to Cork; but these unfortunate 
men were in this position—that they 
could not go round among their friends 
to ascertain what witnesses they really 
ought to examine after the Crown case 
had been disclosed. The facts that I 
am stating are the preliminaries of what 
took place at the trial. In the first 
place, the prisoners were got down to 
Cork lest too many witnesses should be 
examined in their favour; and, in the 
second place, 36 jurors were ordered to 
stand by, the jury being ultimately 
composed of nine or 10 landlords and 
Orangemen, and a couple of Catholics 
very little better than the others, No- 
thing could bealleged against the charac- 
ter of those young men who were in the 
dock. Mr. Nally was a very prominent 


member of the Fenian Brotherhood, and 
a most respectable and well-conducted 
; man. He farmed extensively, and was 
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possessed of 40 dairy cows. This shows 
that he had a large stake in the coun- 
try, which would deter him from enter- 
ing into such a conspiracy as that which 
he was charged with having belonged 
to. His connection with the Fenian 
movement would doubtless have been 
quite enough to have saved him from 
prosecution if the present Home Se- 
eretary had been Law Adviser to the 
Irish Government at the time, and I 
shall now call Mr. Matthews, Q.C., asa 
witness on Nally’s behalf. I have said 
that Mr. Nally occupied a high position 
in the Irish Republican Brotherhood. I 
shall quote the opinions held by the 
Home Secretary of the sort of men 
who identified themselves with that 
Body. Those opinions go to prove that 
Mr. Nally’s connection with the Fenian 
organization was a guarantee that he 
would be the very last man to be 
guilty of joining an infamous conspiracy 
of this kind. Speaking at Dungarvan on 
the 10th of September, 1868, he said— 


“Now, my enemies have tried to point me 
out as a tool of the Tories. When I ask for 
your suffrages it is broadly and distinctly upon 
these grounds. I came here as an independent 
candidate, pledged to no Party, determined to 
support no Party that does not do justice to 
you, determined to oppose every Party that 
wronged your aspirations and disappointed 
your hopes.” 


Speaking of the Fenians then in prison, 
he, on November 8, 1868, gave them 
his friendly word of sympathy— 


“In those troubled times that have lately 
come over unhappy Ireland there have been 
men (alluding to the Fenians) who have come 
into collision with the law. They have been 
visited with a punishment which is certainly 
severe. Every true-hearted Irishman feels of 
those men that if they had armed against the 
law, at least they had deserved well of their 
country. Every man felt that those unhappy 
vietims did feel for their country’s wrongs, and 
were willing, if necessary, to give up their 
liberty and their lives for her cause. Every 
true-hearted Irishman cannot forget the accom- 
plished mind of Luby, the eloquent pen of 
O'Leary, and the gentle, the childlike, the 
poetic soul of Charles Kirkham. If my oppo- 
nent, Serjeant Barry, in prosecuting these men, 
had only represented the cold terms of the law, 
if he had contented himself with doing simply 
his duty as Crown Prosecuter, I think that, 
though not commending him, we would not 
have condemned him. But he did not content 
himself with that. He spoke of those unhappy 
men—he alone among Irishmen—in language 
that was unjust and ungenerous ; that was un- 
true; that was cruel.” 


Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is now reading a document which 
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has nothing to do with the Vote before 
the Committee. 

Mr. DEASY: I was endeavouring to 
show, from a speech of the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Home Se- 
cretary, that Mr. Patrick Nally was a 
man of high character. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The Committee 
has nothing to do with that point at all. 

Mr. DEASY: Then, Sir, I will not 
proceed with it; but I regret it, because 
the speech was really of a most interest- 
ing character, and it shows how easily 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
can change his mind to suit his pur- 


se. 
Mg SECRETARY or STATE ror 
muE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Matrtuews) (Birmingham, E.): The ex- 
tract which the hon. Gentleman has read 
is tolerably accurate, and I stand justly 
punished. 

Mr. DEASY: I cannot enter into that, 
and I shall pass on. The only evidence 
against these men who were sent from 
Mayo to Cork was that of Coleman. He 
swore that he went to America in 1866, 
and had to return because a charge of 
murder was hanging over him in that 
country ; and my hon. Friend (Mr. J. F. 
X. O’Brien) has stated what this man’s 
moral character was; and, as a matter of 
fact, the Crown did not pretend that he 
was a man in whom reliance could be 
placed. The Judge led the jury clearly 
to understand that unless important cor- 
roboration of this man’s testimony could 
be brought forward by the Crown they 
were bound to acquit the prisoners. 
When this man, Coleman, came from 
America he entered into service with 
a landlord named Cuffe, and I be- 
lieve that his relations with the people 
with whom he was connecte would not 
enhance his character. But I do not 
say anything beyond this—that I believe 
no more infamous man was ever selected 
by the Irish Government to compass the 
conviction of innocent persons ; and I do 
not think you could get on the face of 
the earth a man so low and base as this 
person, who was used for the purpose of 
convicting the prisoners. I might men- 
tion that this man’s evidence only went 
to show that certain of the prisoners met 
together at certain places, andthathe was 
with them; and the only point in which 
there was any corroboration of his evi- 
dence at all was that in several instances 
this man and others were seen speaking 
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together. But he swore distinctly that 
these men arranged to lie in wait behind 
hedges, at certain specified places in the 
county of Mayo, with a view to the per- 
petration of murder; that they made 
all the necessary plans several days 
previously ; and that he informed the 
police of the intentions of the would-be 
assassins. Yet I may point out to the 
Committee that the police neversent any- 
one to ascertain whether his statement 
was false or true. How is it that the 
police did not send half-a-dozen of their 
force to seize these assassins and carry 
them to prison? Why, there was nothing 
more simple than to do this. The police 
were told that a certain number of in- 
tending murderers were in a certain 
field ; but they made no attempt to arrest 
them, and nothing was done except that 
one of their number went upon an emi- 
nence on one occasion, and afterwards 
swore that he saw three men stretched 
by the side of a fence, but that he did 
not go near them and could not identify 
them. Then, with regard to another 
point, this man was the only one who 
swore to the handwriting in the letters 
produced. He recklessly swore to the 
writing of one of the prisoners, but in 
cross-examination he denied having seen 
the men write ; and consequently the evi- 
dence on this point was absolutely worth- 
less. Theonly corroborative evidence was 
that ofalittle boy 10 yearsofage. This 
boy wasarrested and put into aroom with 
Coleman, and the result was that every- 
thing that was desired by Coleman to 
be sworn to was sworn to. But when 
he came to Cork, in some way or other 
he seemed to have considered what he 
had done and the magnitude of the crime 
he had committed in giving evidence 
against these men, which he knew to be 
false. And although he was placed 
in charge of a police constable who 
admitted that he had actually tam- 
pered with this little boy with the idea 
of making him adhere to the story he 
had previously told, the boy swore in the 
witness-box before the Judge that there 
was not any truth whatever in his pre- 
vious statement. The Crown Prosecutor 
endeavoured to compel the Judge to give 
a definition of the law with regard to 
informers—— 

TueCHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypotpx CxuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, S.): I rise to Order. I 
ask for your ruling as to whether it is 
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in accordance with the practice of the 
House that on these Votes it should be 
competent for hon. Members to review 
at length and in detail any judicial pro- 
ceedings which may at any time have 
occurred in the course of a Government 
trial, particularly a trial in which the 
present Government have no knowledge 
of their own, which in no way concerns 
the present Government, and about which 
the present Government can in no way 
be held responsible? I want to know 
whether it can be in any degree possible 
to make progress with Supply if these 
proceedings, which occurred so long ago, 
are to be gone into in such immense 
detail by hon. Members? I put this 
question in no controversial spirit, but 
in the interests of the House of Com- 
mons and the country. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Mr. Court- 
ney, before you give your decision I wish 
to point out that you informed us it 
would be competent for us to raise these 
very points. I also wish to say that the 
noble Lord has not correctly stated what 
our position is—namely, that we feel it 
our duty to call attention to these cases. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: It is not part of 
the duty of the Chairman to point out 
or examine into the inconvenience which 
may result from discussions of this kind. 
But it is certainly not competent to any 
Member to introduce an examination of 
judicial proceedings or processes of law 
which may have happened at any time 
or at any place. But where prisoners 
are in confinement in respect of whose 
trial there is an alleged miscarriage of 
justice, it is, I think, competent for hon. 
Members to present to the Government 
for the time being the reasons why they 
consider that the prerogative of mercy 
should be exercised. 

Mr. DEASY : I was proceeding to say 
that the Crown Prosecutor endeavoured 
to induce the Judge to bully the jury 
into receiving the uncorroborated evi- 
dence of an informer which they ought 
not to take into consideration. Now, the 
reason why this person endeavoured 
to bully the Judge into giving a deci- 
sion in favour of the Crown was that 
Coleman alleged he was a member of 
the Fenian Organization, and that before 
his arrest he was in communication with 
the police relative to the working of 
that Society. It was contended for the 
prosecution that this fact made him a 
witness whose testimony did not in law 
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need corroboration. He swore that in 
December, 1880, he joined the Organiza- 
tion ; but he never said a word about the 
conspiracy until he found that there was 
money going about, and thought that 
he meg get some of it from the Go- 
vernment. It was then that he came 
forward and offered himself to the 
police ; but the police paid no attention 
to his statements, as I have already 
shown. Having regard to all the cir- 
cumstances, I say it is ce to 
suppose that any man in his senses would 
place the least reliance upon the evidence 
of Coleman. But an unseemly scene 
took place between the Judge and the 
counsel, who tried to force the Judge to 
recall the jury from their room when 
they were considering their verdict, in 
order that he might direct them to con- 
sider the evidence of Coleman as un- 
tainted and reliable. But the Judge 
refused to be dictated to by these gen- 
tlemen, and the result was that the jury 
disagreed. The prisoners were re-tried. 
The second trial took place on the 25th of 
March, 1884, and on that occasion the 
Crown were more fortunate in having 
as presiding Judge Mr. Justice Lawson, 
who is well known for partiality ; and I 
certainly say that in any case of a politi- 
cal nature over which he presides very 
little fair play is to be expected. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is out of Order in imputing partiality to 
a Judge. 

Mr. DEASY : I withdraw the expres- 
sion, and shall proceed only with a sum- 
mary of the case. If hon. Members are 
anxious to know the true character of 
this Judge I have no doubt it will be 
found in Hansard. The same thing oc- 
curred at the second trial as at the first. 
There was, practically speaking, no evi- 
dence; but this time Mr. O‘Brien took 
care that there should not be a single 
juryman sworn to try the case who had 

een concerned in the first trial. There 
were 10Orangemen empannelled andtwo 
Catholics who were in the habit of attend- 
ing Orange Lodges and were prominent 
members of the ‘‘I.L.P.U.” The jury, 
then, consisted of 12 men who, by rea- 
son of their associations, were incapable 
of taking an impartial view of the case. 
In the frame of mind in which they 
were at the time, it is difficult to under- 
stand that they could consider the evi- 
dence on the part of the prisoners, or 
that they could show any doubt of 
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the testimony which might be put 
forward on the part of the Crown. 
Accordingly, a verdict of “ guilty” 
was brought in, and the prisoners 
were sentenced to penal servitude for 
terms varying from five to 10 years. I 
would ask, in conclusion, that this case 
which has not been before the House 
before, except, perhaps, in the shape of a 
Question, should receive attention at the 
hands of the Government and the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland. Why should 
the Government not give us an inde- 
pendent man to look into this matter, as 
was done by a former Government in the 
case of Kilmartin? If we had an op- 
portunity of stating the case of these 
prisoners before any impartial men or 
body of men I have no doubt in my mind 
as to what the result would be. I can 
only say that such proceedings as I have 
referred to have done more than any- 
thing else to shake the confidence of the 
people of Ireland in the administration 
of the law there. I do not know any 
man acquainted with the way in which 
the law is carried out in that unfortu- 
nate country during the last five years 
who would place any reliance in the im- 
partiality of the Crown officials. The 
people are convinced, rightly or wrongly 

do not say, that the very sources of 
justice in Ireland are polluted—they 
are convinced that nothing like justice 
can be had ; and I say that if the Govern- 
ment will grant an investigation of these 
charges they would do very much to 
restore public confidence in the adminis- 
tration of justice ; but so long as things 
remain as they are, so long will mistrust 
and dissatisfaction exist. We have taken 
the only opportunity open to us of re- 
viewing these cases, and I hope that be- 
fore the debate closes we shall receive a 
more explicit and satisfactory statement 
from the Attorney General for Ireland 
and, failing him, from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who is well acquainted 
with the position of Irish Members in 
thesecases. I hope the noble Lord will 
do for us, now that he is in power, that 
which he did when the Government of 
1884 was in Office. We are anxiously 
awaiting his statement to learn that the 
case of the men now suffering, as we 
believe unjustly, will be taken into con- 

Mx. HARRIS (Galway, H.): As the 
name of Mr. George: Bolton has: beer 
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mentioned by my hon. Friend in the 
course of his remarks, I wish to say that 
it came to my knowledge that Mr. Bolton 
went in to a prisoner who was confined 
in the gaol at Ballinasloe under a very 
seriouscharge. He represented himself 
to be an attorney of that place, and 
endeavoured to get information from 
hi 
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im. 
Tue CHAIRMAN : I do not see how 
that is connected with the present Vote. 
Mr. HARRIS: I was under the im- 
pression that the action of officials of 
the Government in Ireland was under 
the consideration of the Committee, and 
that I was within my right to mention 
the circumstance in connection with this 
Vote. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I have decided 
that the discussion cannot extend to 
these circumstances. 

Mr. HARRIS: Then, Sir, may I go 
on to discuss the action of the Govern- 
ment officialsinAhascragh and Loughrea, 
where for several weeks within my know- 
ledge investigations were held with the 
object of getting evidence ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I presume that 
the hon. Member refers to investiga- 
tions under the Protection of Person 
and Property Act? 

Mr. HARRIS: Yes, Sir. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber would not be in Order, the Act 
being no longer in use. 

Mr. HARRIS: Then I say that the 
Government should institute an inquiry 
into the way in which the Crimes Act 
was administered. The Act was passed 
in exceptional circumstances, and I am 
of opinion that the convictions obtained 
under it should be the subject of revision 
now that the normal condition of affairs 
is established ; and further I say that 
the proceedings of the Crown officials 
in connection with it should also be 
revised. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : There is no ques- 
tion now before the Committee as to 
revising what was done under the Act. 

Mr. RIS: One of the most im- 
portant cases that occurred at the time 
was the case of Walsh of Connemara— 
[ Order!” }—I think I should be allowed 
to discuss a conviction which resulted, 
as I believe, in an innocent man being 
hanged. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I have explained 
very clearly the conditions on which the 
debate: must ‘be continued. 'The hon. 
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Member must confine himself within 
those limits, or I must ask him to 
resume his seat. 

Mr: DILLON (Mayo, E.): The idea 
of the noble Lord is that the Govern- 
ment has nothing to do with the trials 
which took place under previous Irish 
Governments. It is a most extraordi- 
nary theory to hold: If our information 
is correct, you have a great number of 
innocent men convicted and sentenced to 
penal servitude, and yet the present 
Government cannot see that they are 
responsible. That position, I maintain, 
is a most extraordinary one. But what 
is the position which we take up with 
reference to these cases? The same 
general principle applies to all ; but the 
ease in which I am particularly inte- 
rested is that which occurred in County 
Mayo. We havea great deal of evidence 
which we are prepared and are anxious 
to lay before an impartial tribunal, and 
which we believe will satisfy such a 
tribunal that these men have been 
wrongfully convicted, and that they have 
not had a fairtrial. I want to direct the 
attention of the Committee to what 
occurred in the Barbavilla case. A de- 
bate took place in this House on the 
17th July, 1885, on the Motion of the 
hon. Member for the City of Cork (Mr. 
Parnell), on that case. In that debate 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, then Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, said that it was undoubtedly 
the duty of the Lord Lieutenant to re- 
consider any case of this kind brought 
under his notice, and to make a most care- 
ful and searching inquiry, and that the 
Earl of Carnarvon would be the last man 
inthe world to refuse to make inquiry into 
it. The right hon. Gentleman knows 
that I am stating what he said. Now, 
mark what follows. Had there been on 
that a promise of the then Leader of the 
House of an investigation into the case 
of the Barbavilla prisoners, by a reason- 
ably impartial man, you would not have 
heard again one word about this case. 
I leave it to the sense of fair play of 
English Members to judge if there was 
any investigation which can be for a 
moment considered as calculated to 
satisfy the feelings of the people of 
Ireland and ent further debate on 
this case. hat did a reverend : 
man, the priest of the parish, do? He 
addressed 


a Memorial: to the Earl of 
Carnarvon, and pointed out that it was 
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time to have an investigation of the case. 
He said he had collected ample evi- 
dence to show, first, that the man was 
not guilty of the murder; secondly, that 
the evidence of the police was perjured 
—that the whole charge was concoc 
between the police and perjured wit- 
nesses. What happened? For three 
months there was absolutely no reply 
to the Memorial. After that the follow- 
ing reply was received :— 

**T am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to 
inform you that His Excellency has given his 
best attention to the Memorial on behalf of the 
prisoners, and he feels compelled to come to the 


conclusion that there has been no miscarriage of 
justice, and that the law must take its course.” 


Now, note what happened. The men 
interested on behalf of the prisoners 
did not know that an investigation was 
going on. The investigation was made 
with closed doors. We do not now know 
who conducted it; but we have reason 
to believe that the very officials whose 
conduct we impugn did so. There was 
no publicity about the transaction; and, 
as we think, the true facts were hidden 
from His Excellency. Is it reasonable 
to suppose that the people of Ireland are 
going to be satisfied with such an in- 
vestigationasthis? In the case of Brian 
Kilmartin, who was sentenced to 20 years’ 
penal servitude, a similar demand was 
made. The House of Commons was in 
a reasonable temper, and an independent 
Dublin lawyer, who had no connection 
with the trial, was sent down to make an 
investigation on the spot. There was 
ample notice given of the investigation, 
and plenty of opportunity afforded to the 
people to produce their evidence in sup- 
port of the innocence of the prisoner. 
The Commissioner reported to the Lord 
Lieutenant that Brian Kilmartin ought 
to be released. Why was not the same 
course pursued in the case of the Barba- 
villa prisoners and the Maamtrasna 
prisoners, and the other cases of which 
we complain? Until some such investi- 
gation is made—an investigation which 
will convince the people that you have 
given a fair opportunity to an honest 
review of the trials of these cases—it is 
idle to expect that this question will not 
be a thorn in the side of the House of 
Commons. I have pointed out to the 
Committee that this investigation was 
agg em yi wish sranee doors; not only 
so, but a y ution was taken, 
though jo not ——y > Earl of Car- 
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narvon of doing it deliberately, that the 
men interested in the fate of the pri- 
soners should not lay before the Com- 
mittee of Investigation the evidence they 
had to justify their position in the case. 
There is a belief in 
Ireland that this investigaticn was con- 
ducted largely through the men whose 
conduct was impugned, and who were 
the men responsible for the trial. I 
hope I shall not transgress the limits of 
Order in this Committee when I speak 
of the gang who organized the trials in 
Ireland under the Crimes Act. Bolton, 
French, and Peter O’Brien conspired to- 
gether and were largely instrumental in 
punishing hundreds of innocent men. I 
am sure it is hardly necessary to recall 
to the notice of hon. Gentlemen the fact 
that one of these men has been since sen- 
tenced for a most abominable crime, and 
that another of the gang of three has been 
denounced by a Judge in England as a 
disgraceful criminal, although he has 
not been caught by the law—he escaped 
simply because he was clever; but his 
conduct was so disgraceful that many a 
man is serving 20 years for a less offence. 
The third man has not been convicted of 
any crime, but these three men worked 
together ; and I say if these are undeni- 
able facts—and I defy anyone to deny a 
single one of them—if it is an undeniable 
fact that the head of the Criminal In- 
vestigation Department in Ireland was 
proved to be one of the most infamous 
criminals we have had in Ireland for 
years, if Bolton was a man who would 
stop at no crime, and was utterly un- 
scrupulous, and if Peter O’Brien has 
proved to be a man devoid of all human 
feeling, is it not reasonable, when men 
have been convicted of charges trumped 
up by a trio such as the one I have de- 
scribed, that the public of Ireland should 
demand an investigation into the trials 
before they can be satisfied that the men 
who were convicted are being justly 
punished. There is another strong 
argument why an investigation should 
be granted. These trials were conducted 
under a system which we poseialentiy 
protested against. We warned the House 
of Commons, when it was engaged, three 
or four years ago, in ing the Crimes 
Act, that the result of that Act would be 
to send to penal servitude numbers of 
innocent men inIreland. It was an Act, 
one chief provision of which wastoenable 
unscrupulous officials in Ireland to. pack 
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juries in the most monstrous way; and 
the power of packing juries was used to 
its utmost limits. I maintain that since 
the very officials who were responsible 
for the administration of the Act have 
confessed that it has broken down and 
utterly failed to achieve the objects 
which were in view by its framers—since 
Earl Spencer himself has confessed that 
it proved a failure in his hands, we are 
entitled to demand that the cases where 
men’s liberties were taken away under 
this system of unscrupulous jury-pack- 
ing, and in time of public fury and public 
panic, shall be inquired into; at all events 
that those cases shall be inquired into in 
which we are prepared to lay before the 
Committee of Investigation strong evi- 
dence to show that justice and fair play 
have not been meted out to the pri- 
soners. Now, you have heard the case 
of the Mayo prisoners very fully stated, 
and I do not propose to go over the de- 
tails again. All I will say is that I was 
personally acquainted with one of the 
prisoners—Patrick Nally. I cannot say 
of my own knowledge he was not 
guilty of the crime imputed to him; but 
my interest in the case is largely stimu- 
lated by the fact that I knew Patrick 
Nally, and that I cannot conceive 
him to be guilty of the offence with 
which he was charged. I knew he was 
a strong Nationalist. I knew that at 
one time he was a Fenian, and prepared 
to resist the British Government with 
arms if possible; but I could not ima- 
gine him engaged in a conspiracy to 
murder anyone; it is utterly opposed to 
anything 1 have ever heard him express 
in conversation. These prisoners were 
mostly poor men — Patrick Nally was 
aman of some means; but most of the 
prisoners were poor men—and I do say 
that greater cruelty and injustice was 
not committed than was involved in the 
way these men were tried. They were 
not taken to Dublin, where they might 
have had some friends, but they were 
taken to the City of Oork, which 
is, I may say, the ultimate extre- 
mity of Ireland from Mayo—there is 
only one other place like it, and that 
is Belfast. They were tried twice be- 
before juries carefully packed, and as 
you have already heard during the 
first trial the Crown Prosecutor, Mr. 
Peter O’Brien, did not hesitate to insult 
Judge Johnson on the Bench. Why? 
Because Judge Johnson, who was never 
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a great friend of ours—we often ex- 
changed hot words across the floor of 
this House—acted the part of an honest 
man on that occasion, and tried to hold 
the scales of justice evenly. Although 
the jury was deliberately packed by Mr. 
Peter O’Brien, under a section of the 
Crimes Act, it could not agree to con- 
vict the prisoners; and when Judge 
Johnson refused to carry out in his 
Charges the instructions of the Crown 
Prosecutor he was insulted by Mr. 
Peter O’Brien, and was obliged to use 
pretty strong language in order to put 
down that official. I think that, if the 
Government had wished to behave de- 
cently, they would, after the first trial, 
have let the men go. They certainly 
took the men at the very utmost disad- 
vantage. They took them away from 
their own county town to the City of 
Cork, which has an evil reputation for 
convicting persons on insufficient evi- 
dence ; and they packed the jury which 
was to try them. There was a failure 
to convict the men; but they were 
brought up to be tried by a second 
packed jury. On the occasion of the 
second trial there was a Judge on the 
Bench whose conduct you, Mr. Court- 
ney, have ruled it out of Order to cha- 
racterize. All I can say is, that this 
Judge found himself more in sympathy 
with Mr. Peter O’Brien than Mr. Judge 
Johnson did, and the consequence was 
that these men were convicted on what 
we consider totally insufficient evidence. 
Any impartial Englishman who will 
read the story told by the informer will 
come to the conclusion it was not suffi- 
cent to hang adogon. These men got 
heavy sentences on this evidence; and 
all we ask is—and I do not think it 
is an unreasonable request—that you 
should send over a man who is above 
suspicion—we shall be perfectly content 
if you send over one of the English 
Law Officers—to investigate the various 
eases, after giving us due notice in 
order that we may bring together the 
whole of our evidence. If you do this 
we will abide by the decision. But we 
never will allow this matter to rest as 
long as these men are kept in prison, 
and as long as you meet our demand by 
investigations held by we do not know 
who, held in the Castle at Dublin, of 
which we have received no notice, and 
before which we have had no opportu- 
nity of putting forward the case of the 
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prisoners. I have said that the juries 
were packed. Hon. Members who were 
in the House at the time will remember 
that when the jury-packing clauses of 
the Crimes Act were brought before the 
House, Member after Member of the 
Irish Nationalist Party stood up and 
said they infinitely preferred to leave 
prisoners in the hands of three Judges, 
a plan which was originally pro ; 
we thought that a prisoner would have 
a far better chance. I pointed out that 
it was almost impossible for a prisoner 
to escape, no matter how innocent he 
might be; because, in the administra- 
tion of the Crimes Act, the evil system 
which has prevailed so long in Ireland 
of offering large rewards for evidence 
against all kinds of political offenders 
would be pushed to a greater extreme 
than before. Why, Sir, if you go down 
to a country where the people are very 
poor, and if you are not particular about 
the character of the men whose evidence 
you accept ; if you go down to the West 
of Ireland and dangle before the popu- 
lation a £500 reward, you know you 
can get whatever you want. Where 
is there in the world a community of 
men from which you will not get a 
man to do anything for £500? If you 
do not require any character, if you are 
prepared to take the first blackguard 
who presents himself, you can in any 
country get a man to swear anything 
you wish for £500. You have gone to 
the poorest parts of Ireland; you have 
taken the lowest dregs of the popula- 
tion, and given them what to them is 
boundless wealth. That is what we 
charge you with doing. These things, 
small as they may appear to some 
people, are really of the very utmost im- 
portance. There are between 30 and 40 
men at present lying in penal servitude 
—they are known as the Mayo, the 
Barbavilla, the Crossmaglen, and the 
Maamtrasna prisoners—and we are con- 
vinced that many of these men are 
innocent. We do not say they are all 
innocent; we never did; but we say a 
great proportion are innocent, and we 
think it would be scandalous on our 
rt if we let this question rest, if we 
d not avail ourselves of every oppor- 
tunity that offers to place the case of 


these men before the country. The Go- 

vernment say os will not give us an 

investigation— is, an investigation 

which will satisfy us. I venture to say 
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they cannot maintain that position for 
a long time. This kind of thing has 
been very often tried before, and in the 
result has led to great dissatisfaction, 
great waste of time in this House, and 
to unfortunate men suffering for crimes 
which they have never committed. Of 
one thing the Committee may rest per- 
fectly assured. If the Government re- 
fuse what we consider our reasonable 
request, they will hear of this matter 
over and over again. Over and over 
again this Committee and the House 
will be tormented by long-winded dis- 
cussions upon this subject. It is only 
reasonable that it should be so. If any 
Englishman believed, as we are abso- 
lutely convinced, that constituents of his 
own were suffering the horrors of penal 
servitude for crimes of which they were 
absolutely ignorant, he would be re- 
ereant to his duty if he did not rise in 
his place time after time to torment, if 
necessary, the Committee into a con- 
sideration of their claims. I really do 
not see what ground the Government 
can have for refusing us this demand. 
They cannot say that it is because they 
do not choose to throw discredit on the 
administration of Earl Spencer, because 
it was only last year that the noble 
Lord (Lord Randolph Churchill), then 
Secretary of State for India, and now the 
Leader of the House, declared, in reply 
to aspeech of the noble Marquess the 
Member for Rossendale (the Marquess 
of Hartington), that the Government did 
not consider they hada shred of respon- 
sibility for the action of Earl Spencer, 
or the administration of Ireland under 
the Crimes Act. Over and over again 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has declared that he considered the Crimes 
Act a measure thoroughly unsuited to 
deal with the difficulties of Ireland ; 
and I recollect a very recent occasion 
when he said that so unsuited had it 
turned out, that he would as soon think 
of flying as of re-enacting it. The far 
wiser policy of the Government would 
be to meet our demand in a reasonable 
spirit. We do not want a partizan in- 
quiry; we want an inquiry by a man in 
whom we have the most perfect confi- 
dence, a man who will give us an oppor- 
tunity of stating our case before him ; 
and I will give the pledge to the Go- 
vernment that ifa fair inquiry is held 
we will abide by the. decision, even if it 
goes against our clients, and never 





a 


———_ Oe = a 











~ 


409 Supply— Cinil 
trouble the House again upon the sub- 
ject. 


Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.): The 
right hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland has merely repeated to-night 
the statement he made on the 17th of 
July, 1885, when, in the course of the 
debate which was raised by the Leader 
of the Irish Party (Mr. Parnell), he said 
that if a Memorial were sent to the Lord 
Lieutenant in that or any other similar 
case it would receive due and proper 
consideration. Well, Sir, within a week 
of that statement being made in the 
House of Commons, the administrator 
of Collinstown, the Rev. John Ourry, 
sent a Memorial to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. The rev. gentleman founded 
the Memorial upon the three grounds 
which have been alluded to by the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Mayo 
(Mr. Dillon)—firstly, that the evidence 
against the prisoners is a mass of per- 
jury on the part of all the witnesses who 
swore directly against them; secondly, 
that the evidence of some of the police, 
which was believed by the juries, and 
was, in fact, the causo of the verdict, is 
also perjury ; and, thirdly, that between 
all the perjurers the entire charge was 
concocted. Now, notwithstanding the 
strong statements which the rev. gen- 
tleman is prepared to substantiate, not- 
withstanding all the facts before the 
Lord Lieutenant, the Memorial had no 
effect in restoring the prisoners to that 
liberty which they ought to have if jus- 
tice were done them. I maintain that 
at the trial sufficient evidence was 
brought forward to prove the innocence 
of these men. One portion of that evi- 
dence was incontrovertible—that is the 
account book which has been already 
alluded to. The chief informer, or prin- 
cipal witness, had sworn that he was 
working in the immediate neighbour- 
hood, and that he was present at a 
meeting where the so-called conspiracy 
was concocted. Well, Sir, the account 
book which was produced at the trial, 
and which was not accorded the weight 
it deserved, showed that this informer 
M‘Keon was working, not in the im- 
mediate neighbourhood on the day in 
question, but five miles away—namely, 
in Castlepollard. The prisoner’s coun- 
sel urged very strongly that a conspiracy 
had been entered into by the two 
M‘Keons, father and son, and that the 
result of that conspiracy was that the 


{Serrassmw 14, 1886} 





Service Eotimates. 410 
one gave evidence which corroborated 
that of the other, and b t about a 


conviction. The counsel the pri- 
soners having dwelt upon this point, the 
Judge who tried the case, Judge Law- 


son, said— 

“To insinuate that the M‘Keons had inter- 
views while in the hands of the police is to in- 
sinuate that the very sources of justice are 
polluted ;”? 
and he scouted the insinuation as an im- 
possibility. Well, Sir, one of the jurors 
wrote to the Rev. John Ourry as 
follows :— 

‘*T have no hesitation in stating that I would 
have acquitted the prisoners if it had been 
proved on their behalf that the M‘Keons had 
an opportunity of communicating with one an- 
other while in the hands of the police.” 


The police swore that the M‘Keons 
had no opportunity whetever of com- 
municating one with the other, and I 
believe there was other evidence given to 
a like effect. But what was the fact? 
They did communicate, and communi- 
cated in such a way as resulted in a 
verdict of guilty being brought about. 
One of the police, Sergeant Fitzgerald, 
who worked up the case, becoming, I 
suppose, penitent for his complicity in 
the miscarriage of justice, has since the 
trial made this statement— 

“On a morning immediately after young 
M‘Keon was brought from Clonmel to wit- 
ness’s dep6t, business brought me at an early 
hour from another part of the city towards the 
depét. Icame up to old M‘Keonand H. O. 
Lynch, who were standing about 10 or 15 yards 
from the depét. We spoke to each other, and 
the conversation turned on the Barbavilla case. 
Lynch said, Pat (meaning M‘Keon then ~ 
sent) was trying to help him with it. He then 
said he had M‘Keon’s son there, but could get 
nothing out of him. Old M‘Keon then said, 
‘When I have a talk with him it will be all 
right,’ or ‘ Let me have a talk with him and it 
will be all right.’ I asked Lynch if he meant 
to do so, when he clearly gave me to understand 
that he did. In fact, old M‘Keon, said he, 
had come from Castlepollard oe - for the 
purpose with him (Lynch). In a very few 
minutes after this I ‘saw both father and son 
together in a room in the upper part of the 
building.’ ”” 


Well, Sir, in the face ofsuch a declaration, 
made, I believe, in the form of an affi- 
davit, I can hardly imagine that the Lord 
Lieutenant will refuse our request. But 
after the conviction had been obtained, 
and the prisoners had for some time 
been ering the penalty of a crime 
which they did not commit, the wife of 
one of the informers, who was brought 
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to penance on the oceasion of some re- 
ligious ceremony, and in the fulfilment 
of her religious duties, came to the Ad- 
ministrator, the Rev. John Curry, and 
made a statement which he took down 
in writing. The statement was as 
follows :— 


**T, Jane Cole, wife of Patrick Cole, of Kil- 
patrick, Co. Westmeath, seeking peace of con- 
science and pardon from Almighty God, of my 
own free will, make the following statement in 
the presence of the Rev. Hugh Behan, P.P., 
V.F., and the Rev. John Curry, Administrator, 
who, at my request, have consented to receive 
it:— 
*‘T acknowledge that I encouraged my hus- 
band to offer evidence in the recent Barbavilla 
trials, and I did so knowing that the evidence 
he was to give, and did give, was concocted by 
him to satisfy the Crown and to save himself. 
I know that he knew the evidence he was 
giving in corroboration of M‘Keon’s evidence 
was untrue, and I know that he believed there 
was no meeting at the Widow Fagan’s such as 
M‘Keon deposed to, and in which my hus- 
band corroborated him.”’ 

Now, that was a statement made on a 
solemn occasion, and was the statement 
of Sergeant Fitzgerald. It may be 
asked—‘‘ Is this not the statement of a 
wife who was anxious to cover the trans- 
ompern of her husband and to shield 

im from the public obloquy?” That 
may be so; but the husband followed 
the example of the wife, for he came for- 
ward, and, perhaps in a still more solemn 
manner, madea declaration which proves 
the iniquity of the proceedings in these 
so-called criminal trials in Ireland. 
This man’s statement is a long one; 
but I have no doubt the Committee will 
grant me their indulgence while I read 
it. It is— 

“T, Patrick Cole, of Kilpatrick, Westmeath, 
seeking peace of conscience and pardon from 
Almighty God, do make, of my own free will, 
the following statement, in presence of the 
Very Rev. Hugh Behan, P.P., V.F., Enfield; 
the Very Rev. Joseph Higgins, D.D., P.P., 
Delvin; and the Rev. John Curry, Adm., 
Collinstown, who, at my request, have con- 
sented to receive it. I permit these clergymen 
to make what use they think prudent of this 
statement :— 

“I was arrested on the 11th July, 1883, on a 
charge of conspiracy to murder. My trial was 
finally fixed for the June Commission, 1884. 1 
gave information on the 4th of June, 1884. I 
was induced to do so by the belief that I would 
certainly be convicted, having known how the 

risoners previously tried on the same charge 
ad fared, and also through consideration for 
my family. My first statement was rejected, 
inasmuch as it contained no information re- 
rding the alleged meeting at the Widow 

‘agan’s. I wus further told by Head Constable 
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Lynch that,‘ unless I made a clean breast of it,’ 
and told all about that meeting, my evi 
would not be taken. I subsequently made the 
statement which I afterwards swore to on two 
trials. I now declare that that evidence was 
untrue, except as regards my connection with 
Fenianism many years ago. I swore to what 
was false when I said that I attended a meet~- 
ing at the Widow Fagan’s. I never knew of 
such a meeting. I don’t believe such meeting 
was held. I had no personal knowledge of any 
meeting in or about Byrne's publichouse, 
though I swore I attended one there. I may 
have said what Mrs. O'Dwyer swore about me, 
though I positively contradicted her evidence. 
I solemnly declare I had no connection with 
the alleged conspiracy. I know not why my 
name should have been associated with it, unless 
it be that M‘Keon, who gave information in 
the case, had an old spleen against me. I am 
the father of seven children, all young, who 
would become utterly destitute in the event of 
my conviction. It was principally in con- 
sideration for them that, in a moment of weak- 
ness, I took the steps of which I now heartily 
repent. I make this declaration to repair, as 
far as I can, the injury I inflicted on others.” 


Well, I think the Committee must admit 
that these declarations, solemnly made 
as they have been, prove conclusively 
the innocence of the prisoners. I am 
thoroughly convinced of their innocence ; 
were I not so convinced I would not 
stand up in this House and make an 
appeal to the Government in their 
favour, to supplement the eloquent words 
my hon. Friend the Member for East 
Mayo (Mr. Dillon) used in the appeal to 
the Government to re-open the investiga- 
tion by sending down some impartial 
lawyers ; and I would ask that no more 
impartial lawyers than the hon. and 
learned Gentlemen who are at present 
the Legal Advisers of the Governmeut 
in this House should be sent to conduct 
the inquiry. I believe that in their 
hands justice would be done. I regret 
to say that in the past justice has not 
been done. By means of the machinery 
which the Government have used on the 
occasion in question, and on many other 
occasions, wrong, and grievous wrong, 
has been done, and the macbinery which 
is most ready to hand is, as we all know, 
that of so-called jury packing. It may, 
perhaps, not be out of place to mention 
that on one occasion, when I was acting 
as a special juryman at one of the 
Commissions in Dublin, I happened to 
be in the box immediately over the 
head of official whose duty it was to 
draw out the cards on which were 
written the names of the jurymen. In- 


stead of the cards being mixed up, as I 
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knew the law required they should be, 
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they were arran in oblong grou 

within the box, or the official—I wil 
not give his name, as he does not now 
happen to be in the land of the living— 
took up the cards one by one, and if he 
found the name suited him he read it 
out; if, on the other hand, the name on 
the card did not suit him, he dropped 
the card and took up another. This 
went on until he had got a jury after 
his own taste. Now, that is a miscar- 
riage of justice, such as no law should 
permit. But after all, Mr. Courtney, it 
is not the law we complain of so much— 
it is the administration of thelaw. The 
law we sometimes have reason to com- 
plain of; but we have ten times as often 
to complain of its administration. Be 
the law ever so good, if it be placed in 
the hands of men who will maladminis- 
ter it, unquestionably justice will not 
be done. It was my duty to be present 
at the last Commission in Dublin, when 
the names of the jurors were called 
out on the occasion of the trial of 
Cruikshank for participation in the 
riot at Dublin. To my astonishment, I 
noticed objection taken to every name 
on the panel that did not suit the pur- 
pose of the legal advisers of Cruik- 
shank, and no objection was made on 
behalf of the Crown to any name on 
the panel. The representatives of the 
Crown remained perfectly silent, and 
the counsel for the defendant had full 
liberty to object to whomsoever he chose. 
Why it is the Crown so acted in this 
case, or why they have acted differently 
in others, I do not know. It was my 
duty to make out the panel, and I made 
it out as fairly as I possibly could. To 
my horror I found that, fairly as it was 
made out, it was within the power of 
the Crown, by their silence and inaction, 
to allow it to be so manipulated as to 
lead to what I very much fear has been 
a miscarriage of justice. These are the 
things we complain of. I hope that the 
right hon. and learned Gentlemen 
the Irish Law Officers, who I think 
are desirous of acting fairly and equi- 
tably between all parties, will take 
what has been said into considera- 
tion, and by all means advise His Ex- 
cellency the Lord Lieutenant to re-open 
the inquiry into the Barbavilla case, so 
that the poor men, who I believe are 
unjustly suffering imprisonment, may 

released. 
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Mz. COX (Clare, E.): All the. de- 
fence the Government have made up to 
the present to the arguments ot-him, 
Mem on these Benches was con- 
tained in the promise that if Memorials 
were submitted to the Lord Lieutenant 
they would receive careful considera- 
tion. Such a promise was made Jast 
year by the present Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant, who was then the 
Leader of the House ; and acting on that 
suggestion an hon. Friend of mind for- 
warded a Memorial to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant setting forth the case of the 
Delahuntys. In reply, the hon. Gen- 
tleman received a letter from Sir W. 8. 
B. Kaye, in which that gentleman said 
His Excellency had fully considered the 
case of the Delahuntys, and had been 
unable to satisfy himself that there had 
been a miscarriage of justice; and it 
was added— 

‘* The trial was fairly conducted beforean able 
and experienced Judge, and there is no reason 
to think that the jury did not understand the 
evidence and facts submitted to them.”’ 

What I submit to this Committee is 
that that statement was not altogether 
accurate. The jurors were not in a 

sition, as stated in the letter of Sir 
V. 8S. B. Kaye, replying for the Lord 
Lieutenant, to judge or to understand 
the facts of the case. Of course, they 
could thoroughly understand all the 
evidence; but of one thing they were 
not in a position to judge. The prin- 
cipal witness made a deposition on his 
death bed. There was no particular 
reason why a man, knowing that it was 
his last deposition, should perjure him- 
self. Heswore that everything he had 
said against the Delahuntys in Court 
was false. The jury could not know 
that, because the deposition was made 
long after the trial. Another thing the 
jury did not know, because it only came 
to light afterwards, and that was, that 
there was deadly hatred and malice 
existing between all the witnesses for 
the Crown and the Delahuntys. Now, 
we cannot be satisfied with the some- 
what stereotyped reply we have had 
from the Government in respectto the case 
of the Delahuntys and other prisoners. 
We insist on a fullinquiry. I, as the 
Representative of a constituency in 
which most men—the clergyman, all the 
respectable people, even the magistrates 
—feel very strongly that the Delahuntys 


are innocent of the charge laid at their 
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door, would not be doing my duty if I 
did not raise my velen te Nehelt 0 
these men. We will not be satisfied 
with any hole-and-corner inquiry in 
Dublin le. We have got these 
promises too often before ; we know that 
they are worth nothing at all. If the 
Government will consent to a full and 
open inquiry in the broad daylight be- 
fore any English Gentleman, any honest 
and impartial Gentleman opposite, we 
will be perfectly content to rest satisfied, 
whatever the result may be. But until 
fair and impartial inquiry is held we 
shall not fail to bring the matter be- 
fore the House on every occasion that 
offers. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Leitrim, 8.): The 
right and learned Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes), 
in reply to the questions put this even- 
ing by the hon. Member for Westmeath 
(Mer. Tuite) and other hon. Members, 
condemned the practice of bringing such 
cases before the House. He may not 
be aware that the present Leader 
of the House (Lord Randolph Churchill), 
as late as last year, advised that this 
ease should be brought forward. In 
acknowledging the receipt of a letter 
the Secretary of the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said his Lordship 
regretted that he had not time to 
go into the case of the Barbavilla 
prisoners; but he would communicate 
with some Members who were more 
closely connected with Ireland. The 
noble Lord was clearly of opinion that 
the House of Commons was a proper 

lace in which to ventilate the matter. 
t was in this belief that the Irish Mem- 
bers have repeatedly a the ques- 
tion before the House ; and I assure the 
Committee we shall consider it our duty 
to bring these cases under the notice of 
the House and the country until the men 
suffering penal servitude, as we believe 
unjustly, have been released. One im- 
rtant point in the Barbavilla business 
as escaped attention. Young M‘Keon, 
one of the witnesses who was principally 
relied upon by the Crown, deposed, on 
the 17th of July, that he was at a meet- 
ing at Widow Fagan’s at which this 
murder was concocted ; but two months 
before, on the 17th of May, he made a 
deposition in which he said nothing of 
the meeting at Widow Fagan’s. In the 
course of examination by Dr. Boyd this 
occurred— 
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* Do you before Mr. 

the Army ?—No 

answer. 

‘The Lord Chief Justice: Do you recollect 
that ?—I do not know Mr. Woodlock. 

«Dr. Boyd: The police magistrate in Dub- 
lin P—Yes. 

“ You were P—Yes. 
% Were you asked there were you married ?— 

es. 
“Did you say you were not ?—Yes. 

“Was that true ?—No; it was not true. 

“ Were you asked whether you had ever been 
apprenticed ?— Yes. 

“Did you say you had not ?—Yes. 

“ Was that true ?—It was not; but then I 
did not kiss the Book at that time. 

“... Dr. Boyd, Q.C.: You may tell as 
many lies as you like when you don’t kiss the 
Book ?—Yes; I tell no lies.”’ 


This man’s impression was that as long 
as he could escape the penalty of per- 
jury he was not obliged to tell the truth; 
ut we can easily understand that he 
would not stop when it was a mere 
question of taking an oath. It was on 
evidence such as this man gave that men 
are now suffering the horrors of penal 
servitude. The chief actors in what has 
been very properly called the iracy 
against the Irish people has been alluded 
to to-night; men like Mr. French, Mr. 
Bolton, and Mr. Serjeant O’Brien. But 
one certainly not less conspicuous has 
escaped attention—Mr. Jacques. This 
man was one of those who took a very 
ser ees part in working up the Bar- 
villa conspiracy case; and I recollect 
that within a very few weeks of the 
Barbavilla case coming on for trial he 
was engaged in working up a case 
inst an hon. Member of this House. 
He deliberately denied that he held a 
conversation with reference to the case 
with the Resident Magistrate a few 
hours before the case of the hon. Mem- 
ber came on for trial. I was present 
when he held the conversation, and it 
was only when he was confronted by me 
that he admitted the fact. The conver- 
sation took place at 9 o’clock in the 
morning ; at 12 o’clock he denied it ; but 
admitted it before he left the witness 
box. It is through such instruments as 
this that men are now suffering penal 
servitude in Ireland. Such men as these 
were consulted by the Government when 
the so-called inquiry took place—it was 
upon the advice of such men that the 
release of the prisoners was refused. I 
ask English and Scotch Members is it 
fair that Irishmen are to be imprisoned 





on the evidence of interested parties of 





i a ee ee ee ee ok ee ie ie oe bee De eee oo bee ot oo Geet Set Oh bee eee ot Le eee 4 oe St et ee 6 LS Oe eee Oo oe 





ant a a teh eon GF atid 2 see 








417 


Supply—Civil > 
this » men whose sole liveli- 
hood depends upon the maintenance of 
cases which, through their original per- 
jury, were trumped up? If, on inquiry, 
these cases were upset, what hope could 
men like Jacquesand French haveof being 
able to live in the country afterwards ? 
It is by such men that ‘‘the very sources 
of justice are polluted,” and it is their 
direct interest to maintain sentences, 
however unjust. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): Sir, I listened with close attention 
to the speech delivered earlier in the 
evening by the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. Holmes), and I say that it 
was by far the poorest plea I ever heard 
made on any question by a Law Officer 
of the Crown. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman made an observation 
which is absolutely unfounded—that is 
as far as I can go in Parliamentary lan- 
guage—he said that these convictions 
were procured by the operation of ordi- 
nary Constitutional maehinery. [invite 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman to 
consider whether it can be said that con- 
victions procured under an Act which 
was itself a suspension of the funda- 
mental rights of the Constitution can 
be said to have been Constitutionally 
procured? The Coercion Act of 1881 
entitled the Government to change the 
venue of any trial ; and we all know that 
in this way any Attorney General had 
put into his hand a panel which enabled 
him to place the liberty, fortune, charac- 
ter, ont. life of any man opposed to the 
Government in the power of 12 of the 
man’s political enemies. If the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman takes more 
than a perfunctory view of the duties of 
his post, if he gives Members of this 
House, and the English public generally, 
any credit for desiring to arrive at an 
honest conclusion upon the facts of Irish 
administration, I challenge him to stand 
up and say why he informed the House 
and the country that the convictions ob- 
tained under a Coercion Act were ob- 
tained in an ordinary Constitutional 
manner. The fact is directly the con- 
trary, and I submit it is not in accord- 
ance with the usages or even with the 
decencies of debate that unguarded 
allegations of this kind should be made 
at the Table by persons in an official 
position. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman says it is inconvenient we 
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should raise these questions here. Well, 
it is very inconvenient for these men to 
be in penal servitude. It may be incon- 
venient to the Law Officers to have to 
answer here; but we lose sight of the 
inconvenience when we feel the necessity. 
It is necessary we should raise these 
questions here, because our experience 
shows us that the only means by which 
we can procure an effective review and 
criticism of the acts of tribunals in 
Ireland is by using our Constitutional 
power on the floor of this House. What 
is the use of telling us it is inconvenient 
to come here with complaints like this 
when I can refer the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman to the fact that the 
only examination which was ever granted 
in one of these cases resulted in the re- 
lease of the prisoner? Just about this 
time two years ago I happened one after- 
noon, when the late Prime Minister (Mr. 
Gladstone) was present, to bring up the 
case of Brian Kilmartin. A Member of 
the House who is now Leader of the 
Government (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
was sitting in his corner seat here. He 
was struck by the reasons I adduced 
why the finding of the tribunal should 
be reviewed, and the noble Lord, now 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, rose in his 
place and pressed upon the Government 
the duty of inquiring into the case. 
The noble Lord did that after the then 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Tre- 
velyan) had from his place told the House 
that the verdict of the jury was found 
upon the most conclusive evidence, and, 
therefore, it would be absurd to re-open 
the case. That is our invariable ex- 
perience of Irish officials whenever they 
are left to their own discretion. You 
never get Dublin Castle of its own 
will to re-open anything; their law is 
that whatever has been officially done 
shall never be undone. We are obliged 
to come here with our complaints; and, 
as I have said, in the only case in which 
we were successful—in the case of Brian 
Kilmartin—I raised the case on the 
floor of this House—the Government, 
instead of adhering to the canon laid 
down by the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman (Mr. Holmes) that the Go- 
vernment can only conduct their in- 
quiries in their own way in Dublin 
Castle, sent a gentleman down to the 
spot, in consequence of whose Report, 
Kilmartin, who had been sentenced to 
penal servitude for life, became a free 
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man. DoI say too much when I say that 
what was the result in the solitary case 
in which our representations upon the 
floor of this House, through the in- 
strumentality of the noble Lord now 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, met with a 
favourable reception, may be the result 
in this case? We fervently believe 
that if our present representations were 
received favourably, men who are now 
suffering the unspeakable horrors of 
penal servitude would he released. Let 
us hear no more about inconvenience. 
I know of no inconvenience so great as 
suffering penal servitude; and so long 
as we think men are being inconve- 
nienced unjustly, it will not do for any 
Law Officer to rise and tell us the House 
is being inconvenienced by the action 
we are taking. Iam sorry to say that 
throughout his speech the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland avoided dealing with 
the vital and essential facts of the case. 
He spoke as if we merely impeached 
the trials, as if we only asked that the 
trials should be re-opened. Surely the 
right hon. and learned Gentlemen is 
presuming on the ignorance of the Com- 
mittee as to the facts of these particular 
cases. He tells the Committee that 
what we want is to re-open the trials. 
The fact is that our case rests, especially 
as regards the Barbavilla business, upon 
matters made public and notorious since 
the trials were held. What did the 
Judge in the Barbavilla trial say? He 
said that if the two M‘Keons were 
allowed, whilst in the custody of the 

lice, to communicate with one another 
or the purpose of arranging their story 
it would amount to a pollution of the 
sources of justice. Now, if these trials 
had taken place in England, if the per- 
sons convicted had been persons of most 
abominable life and the worst conceiv- 
able character, if the evidence against 
them had been the evidence of respect- 
able persons, if other circumstances 
went in support of the verdict given, 
and yet if in one, or two, or five, or 
20 years after the trial it came out 
that a certain circumstance was true 
which the Judge upon the trial had said 
if true would constitute a pollution of 
the sources of justice, what Law Officer, 
what Englishman would say that the 
verdict should be upheld for a single 
day without inquiry? Four of the 
jurors, men specially selected—four of 
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the men who had been eulogized b 
the hon. Member for South ome 
(Mr. T. W. Russell)—had come to the 
ublic Press and stated that if they 

ad known that M‘Keon, the father, 
a rogue, vagabond, and drunkard, 
and M‘Keon, the son, a wife deserter, 
burglar, and housebreaker, had been 
allowed to communicate with each other, 
they would not have agreed to the ver- 
dict. If four jurors in an English case 
came forward and said that if facts 
which had since come to their know- 
ledge had been present to their minds at 
the time of the trial, they would not 
have found a verdict of guilty, I 
ask what English Home Secretary 
would refuse an appeal to institute an 
inquiry? No, Sir, he would feel bound 
by his oath and duty to the Queen to 
appoint an inquiry the very next day. 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General has an oppor- 
tunity of showing whether he is imbued 
with the same sense of justice. I think 
that if the Home Secretary (Mr. Mat- 
thews) were here, he would say—‘‘If 
four jurors have publicly stated that 
they would not have found a verdict of 
guilty had they known certain facts 
which they know now, there is certainly 
room for inquiry.” Sergeant Fitzgerald, 
a constable of long service and respect- 
ability, has stated that to his personal 
knowledge, at a certain stage in the 
progress of the case, M‘Keon, the 
father, and M‘Keon, the son—that is 
the member of the family who is the 
wife deserter, burglar, and house- 
breaker, as distinguished from the other 
member who is the rogue, vagabond, 
and drunkard—that the two M‘Keons 
were brought into personal contact 
and left alone together; that young 
M‘Keon had said he could not prove 
anything ; whereupon the father said 
to Lynch—‘‘ Let me have a talk with 
him, and it will be all right.” The 
young vagabond was brought into the 
company of the older vagabond who 
was responsible for bringing him into 
the world, and between them they con- 
cocted the story which led to the con- 
viction of the prisoners. This happened 
after the younger ruffian had made two 
informations. The fatal question was 
whether a meeting was held at the 
house of Widow Fagan, in March; and 
Judge Lawson said to the jury at the 
trial— 
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“Tf you believe the meeting was do 

acty; if you do not believe it oar Bik ote 
must acquit the prisoners.” 

Well, young M‘Keon seems to have 
made two informations before the trial, 
one in March, and another, I think, in 
June. In neither of these informations 
did he say one word about a meeting at 
Widow Fagan’s. How does the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland account for that? 
The man makes two elaborate informa- 
tions, and neither in the first nor in the 
second does he say a syllable of having 
been present at a meeting at Widow 
Fagan’s, or about any such meeting 
having been held. Judge Lawson said 
that if there was any doubt about the 
meeting being held, it was the duty of 
the jury to aequit the prisoners. Young 
M ‘Keon made a third information. 
When did he make it? After he had 
been brought into gaol; after he had 
been allowed to confer with his father, 
a more accomplished vagabond; after 
they had concocted between them the 
story which led to the conviction. There 
never was a clearer case of corruption, 
complicity, and perjury. In the inter- 
val between the two documents we now 
have it proved in evidence by Sergeant 
Fitzgerald that an interview was allowed 
between the two informers, a fact which, 
had the jurors known of it, would have 
caused them to disagree as to the ver- 
dict, and which the Judge said, if true, 
would amount to a pollution of the 
sources of justice. I say that four of 
the jurors have separated themselves 
from the verdict; therefore, in this mat- 
ter, the Government have no longer the 
jury behind their back ; a circumstance 
which the Judge upon the trial declared 
if it existed to be a pollution of the 
sources of justice, has now been declared 
by Sergeant Fitzgerald, a constable of 
experience, to be a fact; and I have en- 
deavoured, without success, to procure 
from the Attorney General for Ireland 
some intimation as to whether the Govern- 
ment haveorhave not madesomeinquiries 
of Sergeant Fitzgerald; whether they 
have asked him whether this pollution 
of the sources of justice occurred ; if they 
have asked him whether he saw within 
the walls of the prison what he describes. 
I defy any man in this House—no 
matter what his politics may be—to say 
in the face of the declaration of Judge 
Lawson, in the face of the declaration 
of the four jurors, and in the face of what 
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has since come to our knowledge through 
Sergeant Fitzgerald, to rise in his place 
and say the verdict ought to stand. The 
time of panic is over; the time of excep- 
tional crime is over. I can understand, 
though I cannot sympathize, with the 
plea which officials and administrators 
sometimes make in times of peril and 
emergency, that the administration of 
the law must not be examined too scru- 
pulously. They think they are entitled 
to strain the law when they regard the 
appearance of effectual vindication of 
the law as the first necessity of adminis- 
tration. But the time of panic and 
special excitement is over ; the condition 
of society in Ireland is, generally speak- 
ing, orderly. There is no sign of any 
large amount of crime. These men are 
suffering penal servitude; the evidence 
which points to their innocence is com- 
plete, and therefore I trust my hon. 
Friends are entitled to persevere until 
they receive an assurance that the same 
kind of inquiry which was resorted to 
in the case of Brian Kilmartin will be 
held in the case of the 11 respectable 
men whose lives had never been tainted, 
whose characters had never been im- 
peached up to the time of these accusa- 
tions, and whose conviction and whose 
sentence to penal servitude rests practi- 
cally upon the concocted evidence of two 
of the worst scoundrels who ever dis- 
graced society in any country. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Ferma- 
nagh, N.): I do not think there are 
very many Representatives from Ireland 
in this House who would not have felt 
themselves prompted to take the course 
of action adopted by my hon. Friend the 
Member for TWestmeath (Mr. Tuite) if 
the hon. Member had not acted as he 
has done; for not only in the district of 
Westmeath, which is the immediate 
scene of the occurrences which form the 
basis of this debate, but in all parts of 
Treland, from the North to the South, 
there has been, and there is, a very 
general feeling that gross injustice has 
been done to a number of innocent men. 
There is a feeling that it is necessary, in 
order to vindicate justice, and to liberate 
these innocent men from the horrible 
suffering which they are now enduring, 
that the case should be brought before 
Parliament as rapidly as possible. Ican 
assure hon. Members of this House who 
do not represent Ireland, or know much 
of that country, that they must not be 
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very much. surprised if we take up the 
time of this House in discussing matters 
such as are now under discussion, because 
we have been taught in Ireland by bitter 
experience to know and to believe that 
the only chance we have of remedying 
ievances and exposing injustices is to 

e found in the opportunities which are 
afforded us of speaking in this House. 
Sir, Ido not think the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland has behaved at all well in 
this matter. In the first place, I do not 
think that while the case was being ex- 
lained by my hon. Friend the Member for 
estmeath that he paid proper attention 

to the statements which fell from my hon. 
Friend’s lips; and I think, Sir, that in 
cases in this House, where hon. Mem- 
bers from a strict sense of duty endea- 
vour to explain gross injustices, that the 
least that could be expected from officials 
who are not too overburdened, and who 
are very well paid, would be that they 
should pay strict attention to the ciroum- 
stances which are narrated to them, and 
that they should not by their demeanour 
in any way give rise to the opinion 
amongst any section of Members of the 
House that it is their intention to treat 
these matters lightly. They should en- 
deavour to avoid giving the impression 
that as Law Officers of the Crown they 
desire to ignore these matters as subjects 
which have been brought up before, and 
which are grievances too old to be reme- 
died. But I think the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland did not improve his position 
when he proceeded to speak. His speech 
was altogether lacking that sympathy 
which should be found in the tones of a 
Minister of the Crown when replying to 
Members of this House who endeavour 
conscientiously to do their duty, and who 
represent five-sixths of the people of 
Ireland. It is the belief of the Irish 
Members, and it is the belief of that vast 
majority of the Irish people whom we 
represent, that grave injustice has been 
done in this particular case which has 
been brought before the notice of the 
Committee, and that a large number of 
men are innocently suffering all the hor- 
rible tortures which attend the punish- 
ment of penal servitude. That is, I 
contend, a most grave state of affairs. I 
can understand a Minister of the Crown 
venturing to treat prea a case which 
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acase which is tup by two or 
three Members of the House. e may, 
in that event, profess to believe that the 
matter is a private and particular hobby 
of that particular Member or of those 
two or three Members. But the case is 
altogether different when, instead of 
being brought forward by one, or two, 
or three, or even a dozen Members, the 
matter is brought forward by 85 Mem- 
bers representing the people of Ireland. 
That at once raises a question into a 
different sphere from an ordinary griev- 
ance brought up by an ordinary Mem- 
ber. We are 85 Members in this House, 
and besides the Irish Members I believe 
that when a division is taken, after the 
matter has been thoroughly discussed, 
it will be found that our opinion is en- 
dorsed by a considerable number of 
English Members. I contend that a 
case put forward so determinedly and 
frequently by so many Members must 
be a case out of the ordinary way, and 
therefore must be a case that should be 
treated with all seriousness by a Minister 
of the Crown. TheAttorney General for 
Ireland said in the course of his speech, 
when he was refusing the inquiry we ask 
for into this case, that there is no prece- 
dent for doing what we ask. Sir, we ask 
that justice shall be done to these men 
in Ireland, and I agree with the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman that prece- 
dents are sadly lacking for the Govern- 
ment of this country doing justice to Ire- 
land. But the sooner a precedent for 
doing justice to the people of Ireland is 
placed on record the better, and you can- 
not begin better than by releasing a 
number of men who are confessedly on 
all hands—who are admittecly by people 
who know most of the case—suffering 
imprisonment unjustly. Now, Sir, the 
great argument which the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman used in refusin 

to grant the inquiry of my hon. Friend 
was that it would be a very dangerous 
example to set to let it go abroad that 
the decisions of Courts of Law could be 
re-opened, re-discussed, and re-decided 
in this House. I remember very well 
that in the case of the Maamtrasna 
conspiracy that argument was used with 
very great effect by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman who is now Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach). He 
said it would be altogether an intolerable 
state of affairs if it should become com- 
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ordinary Court of Law was not decisive 
or binding, or if an appeal to this House 
could upset an ordinary decision given 
in Court. I commence at once by saying 
that I can understand that argument 
thoroughly, and can understand the 
motive which prompts the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman in refraining 
from doing anything which would let 
the idea go forth that the decisions of 
the Courts of Law can be repealed by 
the decisions of this House. That is a 
thing that would render the decisions of 
Courts of Law very shaky everywhere ; 
but whilst I agree with the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman in that, I say 
that that is a rule which, like all other 
rules, has its exception, and there are 
times when it is not only desirable but 
it becomes absolutely the duty of the 
Representatives of the people to inter- 
fere and have the decisions of the Courts 
of Law reversed in this House. This 
case we are now discussing is parti- 
cularly one which should form an ex- 
ception to the general rule that decisions 
of the Courts of Law should be final; 
and it is upon the ground that we are 
speaking of a most exceptional state of 
affairs that we claim that an inquiry 
should be made, and that these people 
should be released from their imprison- 
ment. The right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman the Attorney General for Ireland, 
in the course of his speech, said that it 
was inconvenient for us to bring on this 
discussion. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman probably never as yet has 
experienced what it is to be shut up in 
a prison cell, waiting for the hour of his 
release to come, feeling that he has 
done nothing for which he should be 
confined in gaol like a common criminal. 
Sir, there are many Members on this 
side of the House the strength of whose 
position to-night lies in the fact that 
they have had that experience, and it 
is simply because we are more experi- 
enced in receiving English injustice than 
English gold in the shape of salaries that 
we can bring forward this case with 
earnestness, and that we claim that no 
right hon. Gentleman has the right, when 
we are pleading for what we believe to 
be the liberties and, perhaps, the lives 
of these unfortunate men, to get up and 


coolly and calmly say—‘‘ Oh! this affair | peop 
is all very well, but it is an inconvenient 
discussion.” Sir, the position these un- 
fortunate men are occupying is very in- 
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convenient to them. It is the result of 
the abominable and tyrannical and un- 
just rule which has prevailed in Ireland. 
t is far more inconvenient to them to 
remain in prison, knowing themselves 
innocent, than it can be to the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman and to us 
to have this discussion. At all events, 
it would be as well if the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman and his Friends, at 
the outset of this discussion, understood 
that we Irish Members have a vast deal 
more regard for the humblest man in 
Ireland whom we consider to be un- 
justly imprisoned than we have for the 
convenience of the Government or of 
this House. What is it that my hon. 
Friend the Member for Westmeath has 
asked for? He has not asked for the 
unconditional release of these men. 
That would be, I believe, though a 
just, still, an extreme demand to make. 
All he asks for is that an inquiry should 
be undertaken by the Government into 
this case. Now, is there anything in 
the case that the Government are afraid 
of? Is there anything they are afraid 
of coming out to the:light of day that 
they will not grant an inquiry? If not, 
why do they not consent to our demand? 
Let them consider what they will be 
doing if they grant an inquiry. They will, 
in the first place, be satisfying the de- 
mand which the overwhelming majority 
of the Members from Ireland are making 
on them; and, in the second place, if 
they are so thoroughly convinced of the 
justice of the decision which has been 
arrived at in the case they will have the 
extreme triumph and gratification of 
showing, as the result of the inquiry, 
that our case is altogether groundless, 
and that we have been wrong from the 
beginning to the end of the affair. That 
would be a very natural position to take 
up; but the fact is that the first assump- 
tion is the right one—that they are 
afraid of raking the affair up again. 
They are afraid, because they imagine 
that, as the result of inquiry, a great 
deal of injustice and jobbery in the 
way of the administration of the law in 
Ireland would be brought to light which 
would not tend to benefit or encourage 
the new Government in their ag wok 
towards the pacification of the Irish 
le. But on what grounds do we 
ask for a fresh inquiry? The right hon. 
and learned Gentleman said that every- 
thing which was in the charge which 
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was compiled by the rev. gentleman 
who lives in the neighbourhood of the 
Barbavilla occurrences, and is familiar 
with all the circumstances, have been 
brought under his notice. The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman says he 
has read the pamphlet which has been 
compiled by the rev. gentleman, that he 
has listened to every word that has been 
uttered in this debate by the hon. Gen- 
tleman who brought the subject for- 
ward, and that he read all that appeared 
in the public papers at the time of the 
murder and the trial. He says that all 
the facts contained in the pamphlet, and 
everything urged in the speech of my 
hon. Friend, and all that has appeared 
elsewhere was brought forward at the 
time of the trial. Well, that is notori- 
ously not the case; and how the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman could have 
made such an astounding statement I do 
not know. I think it can only be ac- 
counted for by the fact that we must 
take with a certain amount of salt the 
statement that the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman has made himself a 
complete master of the whole facts of the 
case in question. Had he done so he 
certainly never would have made the 
statement that all the evidence that is 
now before us was before the Court at 
the time of the trial. Such is not the 
case. Since the trial took place, and 
since these men were imprisoned, a large 
amount of valuable evidence has come 
to light bearing strongly on the case, 
and strongly pointing to the innocence 
of these men. You have already heard 
that four of the jury who found these 
unfortunate men guilty upon certain 
evidence, having had other evidence 
placed before them since, have expressed 
their regret at the result of the trial, 
and their extreme uneasiness as to whe- 
ther that result was a just one or not. 
Now, in the face of these facts, in the 
face of fresh. evidence newly come to 
light, I ask is it unreasonable that we 
should ask for an inquiry? In view of 
the new evidence recently come to light 
bearing upon the case, would it be un- 
reasonable, on the part of the Govern- 
ment, to grant an inquiry into the affair? 
Well, Sir, if it were a thing of the dead 
su it might, perhaps, be urged by the 

overnment that no good purpose would 
be served by retrying the affair over 
again. But let the Committee always 
remember that this is not a case affect- 
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ing merely the dead past. It is a mat- 
ter affecting the liberties—aye, even the 
lives, I believe—of a large number of 
men who are believed by the whole 
country side in which they lived, and b 

the great mass of the people of Ireland, 
and by the great bulk of the Represen- 
tatives from Ireland, to be innocent. In 
giving its decision the Government have 
to decide not merely whether they will 
perform a generous act or not, but 
whether they will refuse an inquiry 
which may result in the liberation and 
in the establishment of the innocence of 
a large number of men who are now in 
prison. I do not think there are any 
circumstances which could possibly be 
brought as evidence or argument which 
should have, or could have, more force 
or weight. with this House or any as- 
semblage of men than the argument 
that the liberties of men are depending 
on the result of the decision. I would 
ask hon. Gentlemen who do not repre- 
sent Ireland to take a serious view of 
this case. I would ask them whether 
they really think that 85 Members from 
Ireland would come to this House and 
ask for an inquiry into the case of men 
imprisoned for murder if they thought 
thatthese men deserved imprisonment, or 
that they had committed murder? Ido 
not think so, notwithstanding the pre- 
judice there is against Irishmen in this 
House. I refuse to believe that there 
are very many men—Englishmen and 
Scotchmen—who would be willing to say 
that they seriously believe that 85 Irish 
Members representing such a large pro- 
portion of the people of the Sister Island 
would come here and ask for an inquiry 
if they were not firmly and honestly and 
sincerely convinced that they were ask- 
ing for an inquiry which would result in 
justice being done, and in the giving of 
hberty to men whose liberty is now un- 
justly kept from them. Sir, I want to 
know one thing from the Government. 
I want to know if 85 English Members, 
or the same proportion of English Mem- 
bers as 85 bears to the total representa- 
tion of Ireland, were to come to this 
House and were to say—‘‘ There has 
been a certain case in which a large 
number of men have been imprisoned, a 
certain amount of evidence has come to 
light since the trial, and there is a gene- 
ral belief throughout the country that 
these men were unjustly imprisoned ; 
there is a great desire that we should 
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ask you for an inquiry—an independent 
inquiry—to see what this evidence is 
worth, and whether these men are really 
justly or unjustly imprisoned”—I ask 
if the same proportion of English or 
Scotch Members were to come and make 
that request on behalf of the English or 
Scotch people in this House, would the 
inquiry be refused? An inquiry, Sir, 
would not be refused. If it were re- 
fused, that refusal would cause amongst 
the constituencies of: the English and 
Scotch Members a feeling of indignation 
which would very quickly cause the Go- 
vernment to change their decision, and to 
give the inquiry that the people asked 
for. Now, you are always talking about 
the desire which this House has to 
govern Ireland as England and Scot- 
land are governed —to give perfect 
equality, and to do by one country as 
you would do by the other. Well, we 
ask you in this matter to do what you 
know in your consciences you would du 
if the case were an English instead of an 
Irish one. We ask you to grant an 
independent inquiry into the whole case. 
We ask you to receive fresh evidence 
carefully and calmly, to go over the 
whole case, and see whether, as we be- 
lieve they are, these men are really 
innocently imprisoned or not. If they 
are innocently imprisoned, in the name 
of goodness release them ; and if they 
are not innocently imprisoned, put your- 
selves in a position to come to this 
House and show us that we have been 
engaged in taking up your time so long 
in a mistaken cause. I feel, Sir, that 
the inquiry will not be granted. If 
it is not, the reason will be simply this— 
that the Government know that the 
proceedings at the original trial of these 
men could not stand the light of day. 
The Government know that there were 
things done at that trial which the 
people of England—now somewhat more 
educated in Irish affairs than they were 
at the time of that trial—would not 
stand. They do not want to bring to 
light a black record of jury-packing. 
They do not want to have a debasing 
and degrading system of hiring the 


most miserable hangers on at street 
corners, and paying them to give evi- 
dence against men accused of conspiracy 
to murder, laid bare to the public. They 
wish to avoid having these things raked 
up afresh. Well, if they do not want 
to have these things raked up anew, 
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release the men. If you will not release 
the men, at least give an inquiry; and, 
if you do not give an inquiry, I may tell 
you frankly that the opinion which I 
know to be held amongst the men that I 
know best in Ireland—the opinion that 
you did not do justice in that case, and 
that you are afraid to allow a chance of 
your injustice being proved—will be 
strengthened, and that, consequently, 
your task of ruling Ireland will be 
rendered all the harder, and your failure 
in the task will be ultimately rendered all 
the more conspicuous. The Irish people 
are as open to conviction as any people 
on the face of the earth, and if you want 
to implant in them the idea that you 
wish to do justice to them grant this 
inquiry. Surely the fact that such a 
large portion of the people want the in- 
quiry should be reason enough for grant- 
ing it. If, as I said, you are not afraid 
of inquiry, grant it. If you do not 
grant it, the people will think that you 
are afraid of doing so, and the old idea 
—which I believe is, after all, the true 
idea—will go deeper into their hearts— 
namely, the idea that Irishmen can 
never get justice from you, nor their 
children, nor their country, so long as 
the administration of Ireland is con- 
trolled by Englishmen who laugh when 
we speak of men being innocently im- 
prisoned, and by Englishmen who ex- 
tend their wanderings to the most re- 
mote corners of the earth, but who know 
nothing at all of our country. And if 
that opinion becomes more deep-seated 
in the hearts of the Irish people, I am 
greatly afraid that it will result not 
only in inquiries being granted, but in 
something more likely being enacted 
than the serried roll of Royal Commis- 
sions proposed by the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord Ran- 
dolph Churchill) in expounding his Irish 
policy in this House. You are stronger 
than us, no doubt. You have some 
tens of millions of population, your 
Army and your Navy, whilst we are a 
few men representing an unarmed na- 
tion. You, no doubt, can afford to 
laugh at us. We venture to ask you to 
give liberty to our countrymen who 
have been wrongfully deprived of it. 
You can, I say, afford to laugh at our 
request as you have laughed at so many 
of our requests in the past ; but though 
you refuse our request, and laugh at us, 
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comfortable thing to have the attention 
of 250 or 300 Members in this Imperial 
Parliament oceupied for so long with a 
question concerning such a poor little 
corner of the Empire. In the name of 
goodness, are not English and Scotch 
Members tired and disgusted—{ Minis- 
terial cheers|—at having the time of 
this Imperial Parliament occupied so 
much with the affairs of our country? 
Yes; you are tired—you say so now. 
Then I suppose that in the next division 


on Home Rule those hon. Members who. 


cheer will do what they can to send us 
home to manage our own affairs. I can 
assure you that if you are tired of us, 
you are no more tired of us than we 
are tired of you. We hope the day 
may come when this mutual tire of 
each other may separate us from each 
other. 

Mr. A. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the At- 
torney General for Ireland, in his address 
this evening, said that the present Go- 
vernment had nothing to do with the 
prosecutions resulting in the convictions 
of the Maamtrasna, Barbavilla, and 
Crossmaglen prisoners. I think the 
statement of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman is a little incorrect. In the 
case of the Crossmaglen prisoners, they 
belonged to the constituency I represent. 
I have known these men, who were 
very respectable. At the time when the 
Government were offering rewards for 
evidence and hiring witnesses under an 
Act which has now expired, injustices 
were committed which are now entirely 
in the hands of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to rectify. I remember the time 
these prisoners were brought before the 
magistrates at Armagh and committed 
for trial. So eager were the Government 
of that day to convict these prisoners 
that they absolutely deprived them of 
the right which all British subjects are 
supposed to enjoy—they deprived them of 
the right of trial by jury in the vicinage. 
They took these men from Armagh 
to Belfast, the Government of the day 
directing their Law Officers to change 
the venue to that place. The intention, 
no doubt, was to prevent the men get- 
ting a fair trial. It has been mentioned 
here that one of the Judges, Mr. Justice 
Lawson—to whom reference was made 
by an hon. Member who was called to 
Order by the Chair, but I will put the 
matter in another way so that the House 


Mr. William Redmond 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 432 
may judge of the fairness of the trial 
that these prisoners got—I say that, as 
has already been pointed out, Mr. Jus- 
tice Lawson, who was a Member of the 
Irish Government and one of the Judges 
whorule Ireland during any interregnum 
in the Lord Lieutenancy, was one of the 
Privy Council who directed the venue to 
be changed from Armagh to Belfast. 
That was done on the advice of a man 
who belonged to the Orange Party— 
namely, Sir William Barker Kaye, a 
gentleman who has lived a long time in 
Armagh, not far from where I reside. 
I know him as identified with the Orange 
Society. He it was who prompted this 
affair. He, no matter whether the Whigs 
are in or Tories out of power, is one of 
those permanent holdfasts who prevent 
the Irish Government, when a change 
of Administration takes place, from 
being affected by the change of opinion 
which has brought about that altered 
position of Parties. He, I say, was the 
chief person who prompted the removal 
of these prisoners from Armagh to Bel- 
fast. The men were sent for trial 
amongst those who not only were their 
enemies politically and religiously, but 
who were the men who afterwards aided 
and abetted in the shooting down of 
Her Majesty’s soldiers and police. The 
Judge who directed the change of venue 
was the Judge selected to try the pri- 
soners. As I have said, he was a Mem- 
ber of the Privy Council directing the 
prosecution—he was judge and execu- 
tioner of his own judgment. Such a 
thing as this could not occur in England ; 
in fact, I do not know any English 
Judge who is a Member of the Privy 
Council. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Gentle- 
man cannot have heard my ruling. He 
cannot now cast imputations upon the 
impartiality of the Judges... There is a 
regularUonstitutional way of questioning 
the conduct of Judges, and it is that way 
which must be resorted to. 

Mr. A. BLANE: I bow to your ruling, 
Sir. At the trial of the Crossmaglen 

risoners there was a man named Duffy 

knew very well in Armagh. No man 
in Armagh would trust him a glass of 
whisky; but he was hired by the Crown. 
In this Vote the Committee is asked to 
vote the money which was paid to this 
man for his services at the Belfast trials. 
pay deserted his wife and children, 
ana—— 
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Mr. ISAAOS(Newington, Walworth): 
I beg to ask you, Mr. Courtney, whether 
the fact of Duffy having deserted his 
wife and children is in any way con- 
nected with the Vote now under discus- 
sion ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not at pre- 
sent see the connection; perhaps the 
hon. Member will be able to establish it. 

Mr. A. BLANE: I wish to show the 
character of the man on whose evidence 
these men are in prison, and for whose 
detention the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary is onsible. We 
know that in theory the Lord Lieutenant 
is the Governor of Ireland, but that in 
practice the Governor of the country is 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
eretary. These men were taken to Bel- 
fast and tried there. At Belfast, this 
Duffy, who had deserted his wife and 
children, was the principal witness 
against them. I think other crimes be- 
sides wife desertion could be brought 
against Duffy, but it is not necessary 
to bring them to light. At that trial, 
lest justice should be done to the pri- 
soners, the Law Officers of the Crown 
challenged every Catholic who came for- 
ward. In a place where, of necessity, 
the Protestants must have had a majority 
on the jury, all the Catholics were chal- 
lenged. Why, even Alfred the Great 
would have had no more chance of 
serving on that jury than of flying in the 
air. Well, trial by jury is a Catholic 
and not a Protestant institution. The 
fact, however, remains that Catholics 
were not thought fit to serve upon the 


jury lest these men should get a fair | poo 


trial. I appealed to the last Govefn- 
ment, as I have done to this, with re- 
gard to these prisoners. I appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Newcastle-on-Tyne (Mr. John Mor- 
ley), and I got a similar answer to that 
I have received from the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach)—namely, that if Memorials were 
addressed to the Lord Lieutenant, His 
Excellency would consider them and act 
as justice required. We all know what 
that means. It means that nothing will 
be done. We do not think that these 
men will be released from al servi- 
tude; and yet, if I asked the right hon. 
‘Gentleman the Chief Secretary to point 
to one overt act of these men to injure 
anybody, he would be bound to say—“ I 
cannot find one.” They are punished 
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for something they have said, and not for 
anything they havedone. If the right 
hon. Gentleman were asked what did 
these men do, he could only tell us of 
something they had said. That is to 
put the worst complexion upon the case ; 
and this Government can, scareely with 
any show of decency, punish these men 
for what they have said, having regard 
to the speeches of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in Belfast, and that of one 
of the Lords of the Admiralty whom 
I see in his place (Lord Charles Beres- 
ford) in speaking at Marylebone. But, 
for what they may have said, surely 
five years’ penal servitude is punishment 
sufficient. Is this not a fitting case for the 
exercise of mercy? Even if they were 
guilty, why not release them now? I 
am afraid we cannot induce the right 
hon. Gentleman to take our view of the 
matter. If these men were important 
personages in the State, the Govern- 
ment could not be more exacting and 
rigorous in seeing that the very utmost 
punishment was awarded. But these 
are poor men. I do not know whether I 
should meet with any success if I were 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
these prisoners are to be released? My 
own impression is, that as long as Dub- 
lin Castle remains, as at present, with 
Sir William Kaye as permanent hold- 
fast there, like a weet m on the ship of 
State, the Chief Secretary will have to 
return the answer frequently given up 
to this—the law must take its course. 
That is a miserable policy; it is not a 
generous policy. These prisoners are 
r men, not important personages in 
the State, and their case is one in which 
I think the clemency of the Crown might 
very well be exercised, even at the 
eleventh hour. These men have already 
suffered five years’ imprisonment. If 
this case had occurred in England, and 
doubts as to the innocence of the pri- 
soners were persistently expressed by 
hon. Gentlemen, I have no hesitation 
in thinking that the Home Secretary 
would order their immediate release. 
Mr. W. A. MACDONALD (Queen’s 
County, Ossory): I should not think of 
troubling the Committee on this ques- 
tion, if I had not myself presented a 
Memorial to Lord Carnarvon last year, 
on behalf of the OCrossmaglen prisoners, 
of whom my hon. Friend (Mr. A. Blane) 
has just spoken. Before preparing that 
Memorial I read everything on the eub- 
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ject I could read. There was not a line 
of the evidence, not aline of the Judge’s 
charges—for the prisoners were charged 
intwo batches—not a lineof the speeches 
of the prisoners’ counsel, or of the 
counsel for the Crown, or an important 
affidavit in the case which I did not 
carefully read. The deductions I made 
I embodied in my Memorial. There- 
fore, I trust the Committee will see that 
it is not from a desire to waste time, or 
to hear myself talk, that I rise on this 
oceasion. In the summer of last year 
the right hon. Gentleman (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) who was then Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who is now the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, read a letter in 
this House from the Ear] of Carnarvon, 
in which the noble Earl declared he 
would give careful consideration to any 
representation which might be made in 
reference to the Crossmaglen and other 
prisoners. In consequence of the read- 
ing of that letter I prepared and pre- 
sented a Memorial to the then Lord 
Lieutenant. When I entered upon the 
task, I thought it possible that there 
had been a miscarriage of justice. When 
I finished my task, I came to the con- 
clusion that there certainly had been 
such a miscarriage, and that the 10 men 
who are known as the Crossmaglen pri- 
soners are absolutely innocent of the 
offence for which they are suffering, 
one five years’, another seven years’, 
and the remaining eight 10 years’ penal 
servitude. Now, I want to explain to 
the Committee the ground upon which 
I think the Government ought to do 
one of two things; either to institute 
inquiry in this ease, or else to let these 
prisoners out, because they have already 
endured penal servitude for three years 
for an alleged conspiracy as a result of 
which not one person was fired at or 
injured. The circumstances of the trial 
were very peculiar. These men were 
agricultural labourers and small farmers 
living in Crossmaglen, in the county of 
Armagh, and under a Statute now for- 
tunately no longer in force—the Pre- 
vention of Orime (Ireland) Act, 1882— 
the venue was changed from the county 
of Armagh to the town of Belfast, where 
these men who, as I have said, were 
agriculturists, were tried for the most 
part by city men, who knew nothing of 
the peculiar circumstances of country 
life, and who knew nothing of the cha- 


{COMMONS} 





racters of the prisoners. {/nterruptton. } 
Mr. W. A. Macdonald 


Service Estimates. 436 


Hon. Gentlemen do not seem to think it 
is of much importance that trial by jury 
should take place in the county to which 
the men charged belong; but that is 
the fundamental idea of trial by jury. 
[ Laughter.| Hon. Members may laugh, 
but that, 1 say, is the underlying prin- 
ciple of trial by jury. The prisoners 
were tried in two batches. From the 
first jury all Oatholics were excluded, 
and there were only one or two Catho- 
lics allowed in the second jury. That, 
of course, raised a strong presumption 
against them. Most of the jurors were 
taken from the most Orange districts of 
Belfast, from the people who are strongly 
hostile to any man who engages in any 
eee movement whatsoever. Though 

udge Harrison had, at the previous 
Winter Assizes, given an order that all 
copies of documents in the case should 
be furnished to the prisoners’ counsel, 
that was absolutely left undone until the 
day before the trial. Thus the prisoners’ 
counsel were prevented from having the 
opportunity of digesting the various 
documents introduced; and that was of 
vast importance, because, as I hope to 
show, the whole case really rested upon 
a certain document which was alleged 
to have been found—a document known 
as the ‘ Crossmaglen Book.” This 
‘“‘ Book” was said to be a record of the 
proceedings of the Society. If the pri- 
soners’ counsel had been permitted to 
see this ‘‘ Book,” they would have been 
able to examine some of the 143 persons 
who, according to the contents of the 
“Book,’’ had been sworn to murder 
certain landlords, and to put them into 
the*box to show the absolute worthless- 
ness of the ‘Book’ upon which the 
case mainly depended. There was an 
informer in the case, as there is in so 
many other cases in Ireland. ‘his man’s 
name was Duffy. The Committee may 
be surprised when I tell them that Judge 
Lawson, who is notoriously not over 
favourable to the popular side, declared 
that if the case had rested upon the 
testimony of Duffy alone the prosecution 
could never have been sustained. Duffy 
was not only a deserter of his wife, but 
he swore that he had been a member of 
seeret and murderous conspiracies from 
the period when he was 21 years of age, 
with the exception of two years when 
he was under the influence of a Catholic 
clergyman. This statement of his was 
placed beyond doubt by a question put 
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to him by Mr. Munroe, the prisoners’ 
counsel, who asked— 

“Do you mean to tell the Court that you 
would, in connection with this conspiracy, have 
murdered anyone who was obnoxious to you ?”’ 


And his reply was— 


“ Devila bit but I would ; I thought it a grand 

job to get into it.” 
And this is the man on whose evidence 
the Crown so largely relied. [ Jnter- 
ruption.| Ishall not be deterred by the 
interruptions of hon. Gentlemen from 
doing my duty. There was the evi- 
dence of the Constabulary, and the 
principal witness of this class was 
Constable Gartland. He was a man 
who used the most extraordinary means 
to procure evidence. When I was in 
Dublin last year—— 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): Mr. 
Courtney, there is a Gentleman sitting 
second on the second Bench behind the 
Government who has been persistent in 
his interruptions both last night and to- 
night. I beg to call your attention to 
his conduct. 

Tae CHAIRMAN : It is irregular to 
allude to any hon. Gentleman in that 
way ; but I have no hesitation in saying 
that an hon. Member is not in Order in 
persistently interrupting another hon. 
Gentleman when addressing the Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. W. A. MACDONALD: Last 
year, when I was in Dublin, a man 
who has prepared an affidavit in this 
case came to me in order to see if I 
could not do something for these pri- 
soners. He declared that he had been un- 
duly influenced by Constable Gartland 
to write down certain names on a piece 
of paper—the names of men who were 
supposed to be connected with the con- 
spiracy. He had never had any peace 
of mind since he did this. He went to 
Canada, but came back in order to 
make what reparation he could for the 
wrong he had done while acting under 
the influence of the constable. Then 
the evidence of the Constabulary went 
to show that there were three books 
found in empty houses in various places, 
and it also went to show that the police 
had seen a number of men, of whom 
the prisoners were some, coming out of 
houses late at night. But in no case 
did the police declare that they had sur- 
prised a meeting, and the evidence seems 
to be utterly worthless when the Oom- 
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mittee remembers that the Land League 
was then in full swing, and that the 
people, even if the evidence were true, 
might simply have been coming from 
Land League meetings. [ Jnterruption. } 
Well, Sir, it is very difficult for any Mem- 
ber to put a case clearly and succinctly 
before the Committee when there is so 
much interruption ; and I will only add 
that if the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland really desires to 
do justice in this matter, I shall be 
happy to place a copy of my Memorial 
in his hands for his perusal. I am not 
afraid of the most thorough investiga- 
tion of the case, for I have got dates 
and facts for every one of the statements 
contained in my Memorial and in my 
speech to-night. Then, again, with re- 
gard to this ‘‘Crossmaglen Book.” This 
‘* Book”’ professes to be a record of the 
proceedings of this secret society, and it 
was used by the Crown assuch. But it 
is not a book of minutes in any real 
sense of the word. It is hard to un- 
derstand from its contents whether a 
meeting was held at all; indeed, it con- 
tains the most absurd contradictions. 
Either the evidence of Duffy was false, 
or the evidence of the ‘ Book” was 
false. Duffy swore that he had been 
expelled from the conspiracy, yet no 
account of his ever having been present 
at any meetings is given in the “ Book ” 
until—[Jnterruption.| Mr. Courtney, I 
maintain 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): Mr. 
Courtney, I beg to move that you do 
report Progress and ask leave to sit 
again. I may explain that my object 
in making this Motion is not to stop the 
proceedings of the Committee, but to 
ascertain, if possible, whether or not it 
is, in the opinion of the Committee, de- 
sirable that these Estimates should be 

roperly discussed. If the Votes are to 
be discussed at all, they ought to be dis- 
cussed in such a manner that each Mem- 
ber of the Committee shall have an 
opportunity of hearing the arguments 
advanced on one side and on the other. 
A large majority of the Members of the 
present Committee appear to be deter- 
mined that our arguments shall not be 
heard. I appeal to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) to use his 
influence with his supporters to induce 
them to give a reasonable amount of 





attention to the arguments advanced. 
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from these Benches, and to allow the 
Business of the Committee to proceed 
in a pe and orderly manner. I am 
prepared to withdraw my Motion if the 
right hon. Gentleman will appeal to his 
followers to give a fair hearing to the 
arguments of the different speakers from 
these Benches. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.” — 
(Mr. Biggar.) 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Mricwaret Hroxs - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): Sir, I am delighted to 
hear from the hon. Member for West 
Cavan (Mr. Biggar) that, in his opinion, 
it is desirable that these Estimates 
should be discussed. I certainly will 
at once respond to the appeal he has 
addressed to me. If he will use his in- 
fluence with his Friends in order to 
secure that desirable end, I will do the 
same with my Friends behind me. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.): 
I shall be obliged to support the Motion 
of my hon. Friend the Member for West 
Cavan (Mr. Biggar). I do not think 
the answer of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir 
Michael Hicks-Beach) is at all suitable 
to the occasion. It is a positive disgrace 
to the Committee that when a Gentle- 
man like the hon. Member for the 
Ossory Division of the Queen’s County 
(Mr. W. A. Macdonald), who suffers 
from an infliction which alone ought to 
insure him more than ordinary courtesy 
at the hands of hon. Members, is ad- 
dressing the Committee and trying to 
gain the ear of this hostile Assembly, 
these exhibitions, which I will not cha- 
racterize as I should like for fear of 
incurring your displeasure, should be 
indulged in. [Cries of ‘‘Agreed!”] 
No, Sir, we are not agreed. We are 
only agreed upon one point, and that 
is that the conduct of Gentleman oppo- 
site is disgraceful and unmanly in the 
extreme. We are agreed that it is not 
decent that this conduct should continue; 
we are agreed to enter a strong and 
emphatic protest against it; and, further- 
more, we upon these Benches are agreed 
that we shall be heard, and that we 
shall make ourselves heard as long as 
we are in this House. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: It is my ante 
secure a hearing for each Member. The 
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hon. Gentleman is not entitled to threaten 
the Committee. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON: Perhaps I 
may explain that I intended no dis- 
respect to the Chair-—— 

Tus CHAIRMAN: I endeavoured tu 
point out that the hon. Gentleman must 
not threaten the Committee. I did not 
suggest he was disrespectful to the 
Chair. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON: I did not 
intend to convey any threat to the Chair. 
What I wish to say is that we are within 
our right and privilege in speaking on 
matters affecting the lives and the liber- 
ties of the poem who sent us here. Say 
they are convicts, thieves, robbers; say 
they sympathize with crime and out- 
rage; you have given them the fran- 
chise, and they have sent us here as 
their Representatives. We have come 
here to represent the Irish people, three- 
fourths of whom believe in the innocence 
of these men. And, on the point of 
Order, I maintain it is right and just 
that men speaking in this House in ad- 
vocacy of the claims of these prisoners 
should be listened to with respect. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Ossory Division of the Queen’s County 
(Mr. W. A. Macdonald) especially ought 
to be listened to with respect; indeed, 
I should be ashamed of myself if I were 
guilty of discourtesy to any hon. Mem- 
ber on that side of the House similarly 
afflicted. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I wish to 
support the Motion to report Progress, 
and I cannot help thinking that the best 
way to make progress is to allow Irish 
Members to make their statements. I, 
for one, represent a constituency in 
which one of these phantom conspi- 
racies is said to have existed. [ Cries of 
‘‘Divide!””] This is the first oppor- 
tunity I have met with of contesting 
that imputation, and I intend to use my 
privileges, as a Member of the House of 
Commons, in reference to the subject. 
I shall do so as strongly as I can, be- 
cause I was sent here to represent the 
cause of these unfortunate men. I can 
assure the noble Lord opposite (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) that the easiest 
way in which these Estimates can be 
obtained will be by his obtaining silence 
on the Opposite Benches for a short 
time. 

Sir MICHAEL HIOKS-BEACH: I 
think the indulgence of the Committee 
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ought to be extended to the hon. Mem- 


ber for the Ossory Division of the 
Queen’s County, and I hope that it will 
be extended to him. I regret that these 
interruptions should have occurred ; but, 
on the other hand, we have had a long 
discussion, and I trust that hon. Mem- 
bers will see the propriety of bringing 
it to an end as speedily as possible, in 
order that progress may be made with 
other Business. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo 
8.): I am of opinion that the discussion 
on the Estimates should proceed as 
quickly as possible, and without inter- 
ruption from these interludes. My hon. 
Friend also agrees that the Estimates 
should be discussed with a due regard to 
despatch; but surely such a declaration 
is premature from me, seeing that the 
various questions I have put in the 
course of the evening have received no 
answer. The right hon. Gentleman has 
had several questions put to him earlier 
in the discussion, to which, although I 
have been awaiting an answer, I have 
received none. My questions related to 
the administration of the Arms Act in 
Belfast and Derry, and to the ammuni- 
tion supplied to the Rifle Clubs in 
Belfast. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: I 
rose to answer the questions of the hon. 
Member (Mr. Sexton); but I observed 
that, unfortunately, he was not in his 
place, and, therefore, seeing that the 
subject which has been discussed is 
entirely apart from the questions he has 
raised, I think it better to reply to them 
at a later period. 

Dr. TANNER (OorkOo., Mid): I think 
this delay has emanated from the right 
hon. Gentleman. In answer to the state- 
ment of my hon. Friend, the right hon. 
Gentleman gets up and states that he is 
glad that the Estimates will be discussed 
with despatch. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says now, with asmile, that he will 
tell hon. Members on the opposite 
Benches to keep quiet, if we go on in 
order and discuss the Estimates as he 
wishes them to be discussed. Of course, 
it is easy to understand that Parties on 
opposite sides of the House will not dis- 
cuss those Estimates in exactly the same 
way and with the same views. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is wandering from the question 
before the Committee. 
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Dr. TANNER: I was speaking, Sir, 
with to the Motion to rt 
Progress, which, as I understand, is at 
the present time before the Committee. 
I certainly think that the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman was out of place as 
coming from a Gentleman of so exalted 
@ position in the House. I sincerely 
trust that we may be able to take up the 
Estimates in their proper order, and I 
hope that the conduct of hon. Members 
opposite which has brought about this 
Motion for Progress will not be persevered 
in, because the interruptions complained 
of must, I know, be disagreeable to you, 
and to every Member of the Committee ; 
and, finally, I hope right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite will withdraw words which 
can only be regarded as a threat. 

Mr. BIGGAR: Iam willing toask leave 
to withdraw my Motion for two reasons— 
one being the appeal made by the right 
hon. Gentleman to give a fair hearing 
to the arguments adduced by hon. Mem- 
bers on this side of the House; and, in 
the next place, because you have said, 
Mr. Courtney, that it is your duty to 
keep order in the Committee. I would 
point out to hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
that when they interrupt a speaker, 
their disrespect is shown not alone to the 
Member speaking, but to the Chair; 
and, further, having had some years 
experience in this House, I may remind 
hon. Gentlemen that when we on these 
Benches were a much smaller Party than 
we are now, we nevertheless insisted on 
making ourselves heard. I wish hon. 
Members opposite to understand that 
these interruptions do not avail, and that 
they will be of no assistance to the Go- 
vernment, whom they think they are 
supporting by their conduct. With 
these observations I ask leave to with- 
draw my Motion that you report Pro- 
gress. [‘*No, no!’’] 

Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. W. A. MACDONALD: Mr. 
Courtney, I ask no favour from this 
House. I simply ask for justice, and I 
should never have entered this House 
if I had believed that I should not 
be able to discharge my duty to my 
constituents. I have endeavoured to 
point out that there were some most 
important inconsistencies between the 
statements of the informer Duffy and 
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the entries in the ‘‘Orossmaglen 
Book.” The man swore that he was 
expelled in April, but the “ Book” did 
not record his name, as present at a 
meeting, until July of the same year. 
It was distinctly stated that this man 
was deliberately sworn and employed to 
murder Mr. Brooks; but the statements 
on this subject are absolutely inconsistent 
the one with the other. Buta confirma- 
tion of the view I have taken is to be 
found in the action of the Government, 
who released one of the prisoners named 
Smith. This man was released three 
months after he was condemned to 10 
years’ penal servitude, and the then Chief 
Secretary (Mr. Trevelyan), in this House, 
declared that the reason why he was 
released was that he was extremely ill 
—in fact, that he was on the point of 
dying. Atthat time, another poor man 
was actually allowed to die in prison, 
and there is every reason to believe that 
his death was hastened by his suffering 
in prison before he was tried. But what 
did Smith do after he was released ; did 
he make no effort on behalf of those who 
suffered with him? On the contrary, he 
went to a magistrate, and made a state- 
ment, in which he said that the ‘‘ Book” 
was a fabrication ; that he and the other 
four prisoners, who were tried in the 
same batch, absolutely refused to plead 
guilty, although extraordinary efforts 
were made to make them do so, and 
although they were told that if they 
did, they would get off with one month’s 
imprisonment. Is that the action of 
men who were guilty? No; it is the 
action of men who knew they were in- 
nocent. If the Government will look 
into the records of the case in Dublin 
Castle, they will see their utterly un- 
satisfactory character, and, I believe, 
will do justice to these men. They will 
see that they have been already three 
years and a-half in prison for a con- 
spiracy by which no one was injured, 
and that, therefore, they might be re- 
leased ; or, if they do not like to take this 
course, they may institute an inquiry 
into the whole case, which will show 
that the ‘‘Orossmaglen Book” is a 
fabrication. I have no wish to detain 
the Committee further than to say that 
I do not think this shouting down of 
Members, and interrupting one who 
came down late, not knowing that this 
ease would be brought on this evening, 
is calculated to raise the Party opposite 
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in the eyes of the le of Treland who 
are deeply interested in this case. 


Mr. J. NOLAN (Louth, N.): I wish 
to say that I regard with serious con- 
cern any attempt made on either side of 
the House to prevent Members being 
heard, as tending to lower the tone of 
discussion— because this Assembly has a 
high character to maintain in the eyes 
of the civilized world. As an Irishman, 
I am sincere in saying that I am ex- 
tremely anxious that the character of this 
Assembly should be kept up; and, par- 
ticularly, because a number of my Ool- 
— present are likely to carry away 
with them the mannerswhich they learn 
in this House, and I desire that the 
character of the future Parliament of 
Ireland should be a very high one. I 
find myself generally in accord with my 
hon. Colleagues on this side of the 
House; but I am not able entirely to 
agree with a remark which fell from one 
of my hon. Friends, who said that if this 
inquiry were not granted, the trust of 
the Irish people in the law would be 
considerably lowered. Now, I respect- 
fully submit that that would be impos- 
sible, because the confidence of the Irish 
people in the administration of the law 
in Ireland is now ata very low ebb. I 
remember a story of an English gentle- 
man who, riding through the streets of 
Dublin, saw 11 statues on one of the 
public buildings, and asking whom they 
represented, the cardriver said they 
were ‘* Statues of the Apostles. There 
were twelve of them,” he said ; ‘‘ but the 
Government were short of witnesses on 
a Crown trial going on at Cork, so they 
took Judas Iscariot down and sent him 
there.” From the conduct of the Govern- 
ment in the course of this discussion I 
do not think it likely that they will turn 
a friendly ear to our complaint; and 
knowing that, I am afraid that when we 
go to a division we shall be in the mi- 
nority. At the same time, I am not 
quite deserted by hope. In the first 
place, we have at the head of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government in this House a 
noble Lord who has, on a former occa- 
sion, shown himself to be active in ob- 
taining justice for a poor prisoner, and 
I have heard the right hon. Baronet the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland spoken of 
by my senior Colleagues in our Party as 
a Gentleman distinguished for courtesy 
and kindness. Therefore I am en- 
couraged to hope that they will make 
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a favourable response to our appeal. 
[ Cries of “Divide!”] If hon. Gentle- 
men who think that this debate is going 
on too long will only take into considera- 
tion the fact that we are pleading for 
men who are suffering all the horrors of 

nal servitude, I think, with the exer- 
cise of a little humane feeling, they would 
not grudge us a few hours of debate. 
We fully believe that a large number of 
these men are suffering in innocence ; 
and not only do I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to think of those men who 
are thus suffering, but also to think of 
their wives and children, who would be, 
but for the charity of their friends, 
starving or in the workhouse. I was in 
Ireland during the Recess, and I became 
acquainted there with the case of one of 
those men who was sworn against and 
transported, and whose wife was lying 
at the point of death with a family of 
helpless children around her; and, as I 
have said, if it had not been for the 
sympathy and charity of friends they 
might now be in the workhouse. There 
is an important matter connected with 
these trials, and that is that they have 
all a sort of political application. I 
fully recognize that it would be neither 
expedient nor advisable to bring before 
the House of Commons all sorts of cases, 
and ask that in all those cases the ver- 
dicts should be revised; but here we 
have a number of cases of the same 
kind. All the three cases which have 
been laid before the Committee are cases 
in which prosecutions have been insti- 
tuted on the ground of conspiracy, and 
means have been resorted to in order to 
procure convictions in which, rightly or 
wrongly, the Irish people have no con- 
fidence, but look upon them with the 
amey amount of suspicion. My hon. 

riend the Member for South Tyrone 
(Mr. T. W. Russell), in the course of his 
speech, stated to the House that the 
Judge in each of the trials was careful 
to explain to the jury that no attention 
was to be paid to the evidence of an in- 
former. One of the witnesses in this 
case is well known to be a perjured in- 
former, and a juryman in connection 
with the case stated that he had no 
hesitation in saying that he should 
have acquitted the prisoner if it had 
been proved that two informers had 
an opportunity of communicating with 
each other while in the hands of the 


police. 
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Mz. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
What I said was that the Judge was 
careful in each case to tell the jury that 
unless the informer’s evidence was cor- 
roborated that they could not convict 
upon it. 

Mr. J. NOLAN: Here, then, we have 
the statement that had it not been for 
the evidence of these informers the con- 
viction of the prisoner could not have 
taken place. This is simply a charge of 
conspiracy which depends entirely upon 
the peter evidence of informers, and 
on documents which would not be re- 
ceived in any other Court than that in 
which the case was tried. As far as the 
gentleman who was said to be the victim 
is concerned, I may say that I knew him 
when I was a boy, and I can assure hon. 
Members, from my knowledge of his 
character and from what I have heard 
of his character in the district, that he 
would be the last man that these people 
would think of selecting as a victim. 
[ Cries of ‘* Divide! ’’] was remark- 
ing that the documentary evidence given 
in connection with this trial would be 
looked upon as unworthy of confidence 
in any other Court than that in which 
the case was tried; and in connection 
with this case I may say that these men, 
who wereCatholies, were taken away from 
their native county and tried by a Belfast 
jury composed of Irish Nonconformists 
and Protestants. When I regard these 
matters, I look with a feeling of heart- 
sickness on the miserable state of the 
people in Ireland, and I hold that no 
man in his senses would say that an 
Irish Catholic peasant could have a fair 
chance before a jury composed of men 
under the influence of the Party spirit 
which animates them, and which is con- 
tinually inciting them to strife with their 
fellow-men. These were the kind of 
jurymen selected to try the Orossmaglen 
al Gee Barbavilla prisoners; and if it 
were for no other consideration than 
that, I should think that the Gentleman 
responsible for the administration of 
justice in Ireland ought to reconsider 
these cases. If he does, I venture to 
say that not only will he be doing an act 
which will approve itself to his con- 
science in future years, but he will be 
the means of raising a weight of grief 
from the hearts of many humble, men 
and women in Ireland. 

Mr. CRILLY (who, on rising, was met 
by cries of ‘‘ Divide!’’) said: I can quite 
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understand the impatience of hon. Mem- 
bers opposite, and I should scarcely have 
intervened at this period of the discus- 
sion if it were not that I desire, as the 
Representative of a constituencyin which 
one of these conspiracies is alleged to 
have existed, to express, on my own 
t and that of my constituency, the 
belief that it is a thing of necessity to 
have an ey inquiry as to the 
manner in which the conspirators were 
convicted, and into the nature of the 
evidence upon which these prisoners 
were sent to penal servitude. In course 
of time much has been said in this 
House with reference to these cases, but 
very little has been said, hitherto, in 
reference to these particular prisoners 
charged in connection with the alleged 
conspiracy in Mayo; and I wish, Sir, on 
this, the first opportunity I have, to ex- 
ress a hope that the desire we Irish 
ember entertain will be met by Her 
Majesty’s Government. We have reason 
to put forward our request, because we 
have evidence in the past that many 
wrongful convictions have taken place in 
Ireland. We have the case of Brian 
Kilmartin, with which the House is 
familiar. Into that case an inquiry was 
instituted; and though the man had 
been sentenced to penal servitude for 
life, it was found that the evidence on 
which he was convicted was false and 
unreliable, and he was at once released. 
In the case of the Mayo conspiracy, the 
men were only sentenced to penal servi- 
tude for 10 years and under; and it is 
fair to assume that if, in the case of 
Brian Kilmartin, it was shown that the 
evidence was false, there is, at all events, 
a strong possibility that, in the event of 
an inquiry taking place, the evidence on 
which the men of whom I am speaking 
were convicted would be shown to be 
equally false. But we have other evi- 
dence, which goes to show that we are 
entitled to make this request, and that 
we can reasonably hope from the Front 
Treasury Bench for sympathy with the 
efforts we are making to obtain an in- 
quiry. Why, in 1884, the noble Lord 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) voted with the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cork (Mr. 
Parnell) for a free and full inquiry into 
the cases we desire to have inquired into 
now, and we find that the same noble 
Lord, referring to this question of the 
guilt or innocence of the various pri- 
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soners undergoing penal servitude in 
Ireland, described ites « this most diffi- 
cult and anxious question.” We find 
that another Member of the Govern- 
ment, the present Under Secretary of 
State for India (Sir John Gorst), who was 
then Solicitor General, declared, in re- 
ference to one of these cases, ‘‘ that there 
were elements in it which demanded fur- 
ther investigation and inquiry.” We, 
Sir, who represent in this Parliament the 
county of Mayo, and who are familiar 
with the facts of this case—we who are 
acquainted with the surroundings of this 
alleged conspiracy—declare that from 
our examination of the case we are con- 
vinced that there are elements—[{ Cries 
of ‘* Divide!” and interruption.| I pre- 
sume we shall divide when hon. Gentle- 
men on these Benches have finished 
their observations. I do not desire, in 
view of the impatience of the Commit- 
tee, and in view of the fact that my Col- 
leagues in the representation of Mayo 
have already spoken, to detain the Com- 
mittee at any great length ; but I desire 
to join other Irish Members in express- 
ing the belief that the Government ought 
to grant the inquiry demanded. I de- 
sire to supplement what has been said 
by my Colleagues in the representation 
of the county by declaring that the cha- 
racters of these men who are now suffer- 
ing penal servitude for this alleged con- 
spiracy, which we consider a phantom 
conspiracy, are as eminently respectable 
as those of any men in Ireland. So re- 
spectable is one of these men—Mr. P. 
W. Nally—that at the last Election it 
was a question whether he should not 
have given to him the representation in 
this House of his native county. On his 
trial, Mr. Tighe, who is not associated 
at all with the National Party, who is a 
Justice of the Peace for Mayo and Sligo, 
and who is High Sheriff of Mayo, de- 
clared that Mr. Nally had always been, 
so far as he knew, an industrious and 
respectable member of society. Sohigh 
a character did he bear, even in the eyes 
of those who were responsible for the 
maintenance of law and order in Mayo, 
that the warrant which had been issued 
from Dublin Castle for his arrest under 
the Coercion Act was cancelled, and he 
was permitted in his own county of 
Mayo to hold a licence for the carrying 
of arms. Is it at all likely that a man 
who held this character in the eyes of 
those who were admittedly opposed to 














him in his native would be asso- 


’ ciated with this conspiracy ?—this con- 


spiracy which, we hold, only had existence 
in the imagination of the informer Cole- 
man, on whose evidence these men were 
sent to penal servitude. I myself am 
personally acquainted with the relatives 
of another of these prisoners, who, like 
Mr. Nally, occupied a high position in 
the county. I desire to express my con- 
viction that this conspiracy never existed 
at all, and that nothing would have been 
heard of it, if it had not been for the 
desire of the informer Coleman to obtain 
some of the gold which he had seen so 
plentifully distributed in Ireland in 
1881-2-3. I desire to endorse the hope 
that the request made from these Benches 
for an impartial and full inquiry will be 
granted, or, at all events, that these men 
whom we believe are the victims of a 
vicious system of government in Ireland 
will be released, and no longer submitted 
to the ignominy of penal servitude. 

Sm WHITTAKER ELLIS (Surrey, 
Kingston): I rise with great diffidence 
to address the Committee on this occa- 
sion. But, Sir, what I feel is that this 
Committee should entertain some respect 
for the regulations which govern public 
discussion. Now, it has been my duty 
to preside over many public assemblies, 
onl the first duty of those who preside 
over public assemblies is to insist that 
the question at issue shall be spoken 
to—[ Cries of ‘‘ Order!” and ‘‘ Chair !”’) 

Taz CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the 
hon. Member is departing from his first 
rule. 

Sire WHITTAKER ELLIS again 
rose—[ Cries of ‘‘ Order!” } 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The Question before the Committee is 
the Vote for the Chief Secretary’s Office. 
The hon. Member is not discussing that 
Vote. 

Sm WHITTAKER ELLIS: I sub- 
mit to your ruling, Sir. I submit that 
the Question before the Committee is a 
very simple one. Thesubject, I believe, 
is in one line, “Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances.”’ Well, I must say that I 
have sat in this House this evening now 
for many hours, and have hardly heard 
one word upon that Question. I have 
hardly ever heard it touched upon, and 
my only object in now rising is to ask 
you, Sir, whether we are adhering to the 
Question under discussion? ([ ‘Order, 
order !’’} 
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Tue CHAIRMAN : I must again re- 
mind the hon. Member that he is entirely 
out of Order. He must not continue in 
that strain. 

Sm WHITTAKER ELLIS: After 

your ruling, Sir, I certainly will not 
endeayour to address the Committee 
again. All I ask hon. Gentlemen below 
the Gangway opposite is to adhere to the 
Question before the Committee. [ ‘Order, 
order "” 
Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.): I would 
submit a case to the Committee which I 
conceive to be pertinent to this Vote; and 
I trust that the course I am taking will 
meet with the approbation of the right 
hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. The case I wish to bring be- 
fure the Committee is that of the Wood- 
ford evictions, and that of the police who 
attended them—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: If I understand 
the hon. Member aright, he is going to 
remark upon the conduct of the police in 
reference to evictions. I would point 
out to him that those observations 
oo be made upon the Constabulary 

ote. 

Mr. SHEEHY: What I wish to do 
is to call attention to the immense loss 
which the State has to bear owing to the 
manner in which the Government permit 
the police to be employed. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: In that case the 
hon. Member must reserve his observa- 
tions until we reach the Police Vote. 

Mr. SHEEHY: There is another 
matter in connection with this Galwa 
business upon which I should like to 
the right hon. Gentleman on the Govern- 
ment Benches to give us some satisfac- 
tory answer. It is with regard to the 
men who were arrested at these evictions, 
and were returned for trial. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: Those observa- 
tions should be made on the Vote for 
Criminal Prosecutions and other Law 
Charges. 

Mr. J. O°; CONNOR (Tipperary, S.): 
I will endeavour to satisfy the hon. 
Baronet on the other side of the House 
(Sir Whittaker Ellis) by confining my- 
self to advancing reasons why this Vote 
should be questioned. I believe that the 
Vote is for the salaries of the Chief 
Secretary and other officials. We were 
advised that we could raise the points 
which have been adverted to to-night 
on this Vote for the Chief Secretary’s 
salary and his Office. In doing so we 
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have been perfectly in Order, The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland himself took 
pert in the discussion, and in doing so 

e also was perfectly in Order. In the 
course of his statement the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman made some very 
strong observations, one of the strongest 
being that in which he deprecated our 
action in bringing forward the cases 
which we have asked the Committee to 
consider. He said that if we were to 
investigate these cases here—[ Cries of 
o Divide ty I think some hon. 
Members of this House have brought 
with them here some of the manners 
of the hustings. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman gave as a reason 
why we should not refer to these cases 
that if we went on discussing such 
matters the Estimates would never be 
passed. Well, Sir, all I have to say 
about that is, that it would be a very 
serious thing if the Army and Navy were 
deprived of their supplies. It would be 
a very serious thing if the Navy were 
checked in the prosecution of its scien- 
tific work ; it would be a serious matter 
if the Army were left without its neces- 
sary supplies; but, Sir, serious as these 
things would be, it is a far more serious 
matter to us that there are innocent men 
suffering at the hands of the Govern- 
ment. It is a most serious matter to the 
people of Ireland, and to the families of 
these men who are suffering, if, by means 
which have been condemned by hon. 
Members in this House, some of our 
fellow-countrymen and constituents are 
wrongfully imprisoned in British dun- 
geons. Amongst other things stated by 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
was this—that Members from this side 
of the House have advanced arguments 
which should have been addressed to 
the jury. Well, these arguments were 
addressed to the jury. These arguments 
were addressed to more than one jury 
for the | gory of establishing the inno- 
cence of these men; and if we ask this 
Committee to bring pressure to bear on 
the Government to institute an inquiry, 
what arguments can we bring forward 
except those that will establish the inno- 
cence of the prisoners, and those that 
will establish the right and justice of 
the demand which we make for an in- 
quiry? But, Sir, the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman said that we should 
not be justified in advancing these argu- 
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ments, unless nomecning Net had trans- 
ired since the time of the trial. Well, 
Bir, something new has transpired since 
the time of the trial. I will not trouble 
the Committee by again repeating the 
recantation which has been quoted so 
often to-night already; but there are a 
few lines which are quite new, which 
have transpired since the trials took 
place, and they are these. One of the 
jurors who were responsible for the con- 
viction of these men said to the reverend 
gentleman whose name has been men- 
tioned in the course of this debate— 


“T have no hesitation in saying that I should 
have acquitted the prisoners if it had been 
proved on their behalf that the M‘Keons, 
the two chief witnesses, had had an opportunity 
of communicating with one another while in 
the hands of the police.’’ 

Well, Sir, in reference to this matter 
the Judge said— 

“To insinuate that the M‘Keons had inter- 
views whilst in the hands of the police is to 
insinuate that the very sources of justice are 
polluted.” 


It has been proved since, and it has been 
proved in this House, beyond yea or 
nay, that these prisoners had interviews 
with each other, and that it was in col- 
lusion that charges were maintained and 
brought home to the prisoners on their 
trial. These are new points since the 
trial, therefore the conditions demanded 
by the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Attorney General for Ireland 
are fulfilled. Then we have a right to 
demand an inquiry. We have been told, 
also, by the right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman that we should proceed in the 
ordinary manner. What is the ordinary 
manner? Does he mean by Memorial 
to the Lord Lieutenant? Memorials 
have been prepared and presented; 
Memorials have always been prepared 
and presented in such cases; but they 
have been cast aside like so much waste 
paper. The only redress left to us is 
to use our position in this House in 
order to press the Committee to urge 
upon the Government that there is a 
case for inquiry. We shall rely upon 
our position in the House to bring that 
— to bear upon the Government. 
ave the prisoners been tried in the 
ordinary way? Have they been con- 
demned in the ordinary way? [“ Yes! a 
No; they have not. They were not trie 
or condemned under the ordinary 
law ; they were tried and condemned 
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under an extraordi 


inary law. What 
was that extraordinary law? It 
was that commonly known as the 
Crimes Act; and what was the opera- 
tion pursued under the terms of the 
Crimes Act? Why, money was scat- 
tered broadcast over the land; witnesses 
were Dw vers and paid for; men were 
terrorized into coming into the witness- 
box ; juries were packed ; honest jurors 
were put on one side owing to their re- 
ligious or political opinions; and by these 
means convictions were obtained. There 
was, Sir, at that time a white terror 
spread over the land; and perhaps it 
may not be out of place if, in order to 
illustrate the condition of the country 
at that time, I give the Committee one 
of my own personal experiences of that 
white terror which was spread over the 
land. My experiences of one of the many 
conspiracies that were set afloat against 
myself which, if they had been carried 
out to their utmost point, would have 
effectually been a bar to my being here 
to-night to plead the cause of these inno- 
cent men, who were found guilty by the 
very means which were set on foot in 
order to send me into penal servitude 
for life, if not to the gallows. I remem- 
ber at one period of my life to have been 
the end, aim, and object of three conspi- 
racies at the same time, two of them on 
the part of the Government, or with the 
cognizance of the Government. I think 
I told the Committee or the House on a 
revious occasion how I had to come be- 
fore a secret inquiry under the Crimes 
Act. 
Mrz. BYRON REED (Bradford, E.): 
Mr. Courtney, I rise to Order. I wish 
to ask whether the hon. Member is in 
Order in narrating to the Committee his 
own personal experiences under this 
Vote p 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I understand that 
the hon. Gentleman wishes to illustrate 
the manner in which these trials took 

lace. I think he would consult the 

eeling of the Committee, and would, at 
the same time, be acting very judiciously, 
if he abbreviated his observations on this 
personal matter. 

Mr. J. O’CONNOR: I think, Sir, 
you will find that in the remarks I shall 
address to the Committee I shall keep 
as close as possible to the point. I am 
endeavouring to illustrate the state of 
things which prevailed in Ireland during 
the time when the majority of these pri- 
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soners were sent into penal servitude, I 


was stating, when interrupted, that Iwas 


brought before a secret inquiry: I was 
going on to say that I believed the rea- 
son of that was that it was thought that 
I could give some information to the 
magistrates in regard to the blowing up 
of certain of Her Majesty’s buildings 
with dynamite. Well, at the eame time 
I have reason to believe that I ineurred 
the censure and the hostility of the dyna- 
mitards who had been guilty of these 
outrages. But the most nefarious con- 
spiracy of all that was set on foot against 
me was on the part of a man whose 
name has often been before the Oom- 
mittee of the House of Commons. It 
was one very similar in nature to the 
conspiracy set on foot against the men 
whose cause we are pleading here to- 
night, and one which, if carried out to 
its utmost end, would have sent me 
either to the gallows or to penal servi- 
tude for life. What was it? Why, the 
notorious French, whose name is 80 
familiar in this House. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. Member to discontinue his personal 
references, and to deal with the main 
subject. 

Mr. J. O°CONNOR: I was under the 
impression, Sir, that the means employed 
to send these people to penal servitude by 
the employment of informers in an illegiti- 
mate manner would have been pertinent 
tothe subject. If French is employed— 

“Order!” }—if any official of Her 

ajesty’s Government is employed to 
get up an attack upon a Judge, 
and having fired on the Judge, and 
killed his horses and overturned his 
carriage, and having provided for his 
escape, incites people to come forward, 
puts a man in the dock, brings informers 
together—[ Cries of “Order, order!” } 
I am dealing with an historical fact. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: But it is quite 
wide of the Question before the Com- 
mittee. I am anxious to give every 
indulgence to an hon. Member who is 
narrating painful personal experiences ; 
but I must say that the hon. Member 
is travelling very wide of the Question. 
I must ask him to adhere more closely 
to the Vote. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR: My contention 
is that the prisoners in the Barbavilla 
and Crossmaglen cases are in jail be- 
cause they are the victims of trumped- 
up charges—charges trumped up in the 
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same way as certain people endeavoured 


to trump up cha ainst myself. I 
was to have ieee date in the dock just 
like these prisoners. My liberty and 
life were to have been placed in peril ; 
and I think, Sir, with all respect to your 
ruling, it would be well that I should 
enlighten the Committee by describing 
my own experience of the state of things 
which existed in Ireland at the very 
time that these men were sent into penal 
servitude. What I would say would 
illustrate the practices pursued by Her 
Majesty’s Representatives in Ireland ; 
and I hold, Sir, that my statement 
should not be rejected by the Committee, 
for I feel convinced that it would go far 
to convince the Government that there is 
a case for inquiry into all the convictions 
for conspiracy which have been referred 
to in the course of this discussion. I 
believe that if hon. Members would 
approach this subject with open minds, 
nothing could go farther to convince 
them of the justice of thedemand that we 
are making than such a case, coming from 
the mouth of a man who was very near 
being made the victim of a nefarious 
conspiracy set on foot in the name of 
law and order. Sir, a white terror was 
spread over the land, and you had victims 
to that white terror. I myself know that 
Poff and Barrett, who were hanged in 
Tralee, were the victims of a trumped-up 
charge. I investigated that case; I saw 
the people concerned; and I know that 
the men who were hanged were innocent 
of the crime of which they were charged. 
I know, also, that Miles Joyce was inno- 
cent of the crime for which he was 
hanged. 

Tut CHAIRMAN: I have already 
explained that reference can only be 
made to persons still in detention, with 
respect to whom Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are under liability under the Vote 
in question. It is impossible, under this 
Vote, to enter into the circumstances of 
trials which have resulted in conse- 
quences such as have been referred 
to, where the Chief Secretary can be held 
in no way responsible. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR: The case of 
Bryan Kilmartin has been referred to 
in this debate. He was released; but 
can you restore life to a man that you 
lave hanged? You could restore liberty 
to Kilmartin, and what were the circum- 
stances which brought about his release? 
A man was on his death-bed ; he made 
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‘a confession to his priest; and so much 
respect had Her Majesty’s Government 
of the day for the death-bed repentance 
of the murderer, so much respect had 
they for the sacred functions of the 
Confessional, that it was sufficient for the 
Prime Minister of that day to stand up 
in his place, and say that an inquiry 
should be set on foot. An inquiry was 
set on foot, with the result that Kilmartin 
wasreleased. But you cannot give back 
life to Myles Joyce and Francy Hynes. 
We have been told to pursue the ordinary 
course—that is, to appeal to the Lord 
Lieutenant. Pursue the ordinary course! 
As though the Law Officers of the Crown 
pursued the ordinary course in the case 
of those convictions! Theordinary course 
is to memorialize the Lord Lieutenant, 
and we are told that the Lord Lieutenant, 
in the first instance, acted on the best 
legal advice. What legal advice had 
he? He had the legal advice of those 
who procured these convictions wrong- 
fully. He had the advice of the Law 
Officers and the Crown Prosecutors of 
the day. He had the advice of Mr. 
Serjeant O’Brien, who in one of the 
Kerry cases—and here I must refer to 
a name that you, Sir, forbade me to 
mention—congratulated the man French 
the notorious character who has since 
suffered penal servitude for a most 
abominable crime, upon having ‘steered 
the case very close to the wind.” 
Serjeant O’Brien, who is listening to 
this debate to-night, having come over 
especially, I suppose, to hear what is said 
in order to defend himself-—Serjeant 
O’Brien was appealed to, no doubt, and 
Mr. Bolton, I suppose, and all the other 
Law Officers of the Crown, the men who 
went sneaking into the cells, and told 
the prisoners that if they did not give 
evidence so-and-so would, and that 
the result would be that they—the pri- 
soners they were intimidating—would be 
hanged by the neck until they were 
dead ; the men who put all the rotten 
machinery of the Crimes Act into opera- 
tion in order to procure convictions. I 
have not dealt with many political cases 
—I have not dealt with any. I have 
endeavoured to give an idea of the gene- 
ral law administration of Ireland, as 
conducted by the officers of the Crown. I 
had intended to illustrate what I meant 
by personal experience, and by the inti- 
mate knowledge of the country I had at 
the time. I was retarded and checked 
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to some extent; but still. I trust that 
this demand will not go for nothing. I 
believe that irrefutable and convincing 
arguments have been advanced and have 
been placed before the Government, 
who know as much about these cases as 
do the Law Officers of the Crown them- 
selves. I believe a good case for in- 
quiry has been made out, and I trust 
the Government will signalize their 
period of Office, be it short or long, by 
doing justice in these cases. It is only 
justice we demand—not mercy ; and if 
the Government give it to us I believe 
it will strengthen their position, I 
would urge them to yield to our de- 
mand for an inquiry, andI would only 
say to them, in conclusion—‘‘ Be just 
and fear not.” 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo 8.): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
reply to the question which has been 
put to him with regard to the Arms Act? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micwazt Hicks - Beacu) 
(Bristol, W.): I understood that a reply 
was asked from me on another question, 
and I shall be happy to make it after 
the subject immediately before the Com- 
mittee is disposed of. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 75; 
Noes 178: Majority 103.—(Div. List, 
No. 34.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Sie MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
The hon. Member for West Belfast (Mr. 
Sexton) raised questions with regard to 
the North of Ireland, on which I should 
like to address a few words to the Com- 
mittee. The hon. Gentleman first called 
attention to the Proclamation of the City 
of Derry and the town of Belfast issued 
by the late Government, and then says 
the Proclamation was allowed to exist 
without being carried into effect. I admit 
there has been great difficulty with re- 
gard to this Proclamation. In answer 
to previous Questions which have been 
addressed to me in the House by the 
hon. Member, I have pointed out that 
the law, as it stands, does not permit any 
general search for arms by which alone 
such Proclamation could be really ren- 
dered effective, and that though searches 
for arms have been instituted in indivi- 
dual houses in Belfast, yet these searches 
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have failed of any result. [Mr. Sexton; 
How many have there been?] I am 
not prepared to say how many, but in 
a good many cases, I know; and I en- 
tirely repudiate the suggestion that 
these searches have been made in a 
ase manner. The hon. Member says 

e has heard that the searches were, as 
a rule, made in the houses of Roman 
Catholics. Sir, wherever there has been 
reason to suppose that any successful 
result could be obtained, steps have 
been taken by the Constabulary to 
initiate a search and to do what is pos- 
sible under the existing law Of course, 
we have had in consideration the pos- 
sibility of altering the law in order to 
make the Proclamation more effective ; 
but, looking to the grave difficulties of 
the subject generally, we have come 
to the conclusion that it is impossible to 
deal with it in the present Session. I 
have called for Returns as to the num- 
ber of arms surrendered, and I shall 
take the whole matter into further con- 
sideration. Perhaps I ought to say that 
as the Proclamation was issued on 
July 19, it was doubtless felt by our 
Predecessors that it was their duty, 
before issuing it, to consider what power 
they had to carry out the Act, and to 
take steps to secure that it should be 
put into operation. I do not wish to 
blame right hon. Gentlemen opposite ; 
but I have not yet learnt that our 
Predecessors attempted to take any 
steps to carry out the Proclamation. 
There is no doubt, however, that the 
matter has been the subject of considera- 
tion under both Governments. The hon. 
Gentleman refers to the allowance of 
ammunition to the Rifle Clubs in Belfast 
by the War Office for the purpose of 
practising rifle shooting. Well, I have 
not had my attention drawn to this 
matter, and I am not prepared off-hand 
to express my opinion on it. It is rather 
more a matter for the War Office than 
the Irish Government, to consider whe- 
ther any special privilege of this sort 
shall be accorded to bodies of persons 
joined together for the purpose of prac- 
tising rifle shooting, which is now reall 
becoming ascientific pursuit. [ Laughter. 
Well, everyone who goes to Wimbledon 
during the rifle meeting will know that 
that is so. [Mr. Sexton: But how 
about shooting at other people?] I 
am coming to that geet. Ifthe ammu- 
nition issued for the 


purpose of prac- 
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tising rifle shooting is utilized for 
shooting at other people, or if injury 


to anyone is caused in this way, of course 
the practice is one that ought not to be 
continued, and the Irish Government 
would recommend the Secretary of State 
for War at once to check the iseue of 
the ammunition. I do not at all know 
on what authority the hon. Gentleman 
has stated that the ammunition given to 
these Clubs is utilized for the purposes 
that he supposes. I have heard no evi- 
dence of any kind to lead me to that con- 
clusion, though, if he can put any before 
me, I shall be much obliged to him. 
Then the hon. Gentleman went on to 
refer to the action of the Inspector 
General in Belfast in replacing the Con- 
stabulary on duty at Shankhill Road, 
and he has asked me whether it is in- 
tended to place a police station on 
Queen’s Island. I have inquired into 
that matter, and it appears that a police 
station on Queen’s Island, at any rate 
at the present moment, would be abso- 
lutely useless. As the hon. Gentleman 
knows, there are, on the one hand, a 
large body of Protestant workmen em- 
ployed on Queen’s Island, and, on the 
other hand, a large body of Roman 
Catholics employed in the Alexandra 
Dock. A present, a large force is 
being used to prevent any collision 
between these bodies of workmen going 
to and returning from their work. 
The mere establishment of a police 
station, which would only be occupied 
by a few men, would be of no use what- 
ever in preventing a collision between 
these large bodies of men. Other steps 
have been taken for the preservation of 
the peace ; but, of course, any permanent 
arrangements will have to be considered 
by the Royal Commission. The hon. 
Gentleman stated that he had heard that 
the Inspector General had selected Pro- 
testants only to do Constabulary duty on 
Shankhill Road, and he expressed some 
fear of the possible institution of a local 
police force in Belfast. Well, all I can 
say is, I am quite confident that the 
Inspector General is incapable of dealing 
with this matter in any partizan spirit, 
or of expressing any opinions which 
would in any way bind the Government 
in their attitude in the future. I en- 
tirely adhere to the observation which 
has been made, that the Inspector 
General is a man who would not pander 
to either Party in regard to the Con- 
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stabulary. The hon. Member has also 
asked me to express a desire that any 
persons who have left theire mployment 
in Belfast on account of religious dif- 
ficulties should be reinsta Well, 
Sir, I am quite sure, from commu- 
nications which have passed between 
myself and Sir Edward Harland, that 
he would be the last man to be actuated 
by any desire to keep persons out of em- 
ployment on account of their religion, 
and that if it were in his power he 
would prevent it. Ido not believe—and 
I have already stated it in the House— 
that persons occupying the position of 
leading manufacturers in Belfast would 
be so blind to their own interests as to 
discourage the employment of Catholic 
workmen. No one can wish more than 
I do that these unhappy differences, 
which have produced such terrible re- 
sults in Belfast, should pass away as 
rapidly as possible, and that a better 
feeling should prevail ; and, for my part, 
I believe that the large employers of 
labour in Belfast will probably be more 
anxious than anyone to bring about a 
state of things tending to the welfare 
of the people. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): I am sure that anyone having 
had experience of the Inspector Ge- 
neral of Constabulary will agree that 
he is in every way incapable of anything 
like partiality, or the desire to pander 
to one Party in Ireland more than an- 
other. I should like to make one re- 
mark with respect to what has fallen 
from the right hon. Baronet, regarding 
the carrying of arms in Belfast and 
Derry. The Proclamation was issued 
on the 19th of July, and the right hon. 
Baronet has stated that he had failed to 
find any evidence of the means to which 
the late Government intended to resort 
in order to make that Proclamation 
effective. We were only in Office a week 
or 10 days after the issue of that Pro- 
clamation; and, practically, we had no 
chance of making the provisions of that 
Proclamation effective. I cannot doubt 
that the present Irish Government have 
done exactly what we should have done 
had we remained in power, and I daresay 
that they have done their best to make 
the Proclamation effective. But hon. 
Members who were in the last Parlia- 
ment when I had the honour of intro- 
ducing the Arms Bill—if it can be called 
an honour—may remember that I did 
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measure in detecting the possession of 
unlicensed arms. Neither then did I, 
nor do I now, lay great stress upon 
the Act; on the contrary, I said I 
thought that all these Acts are of 
little utility and of little efficacy. At 
the same time, I believe that one notion 
of the Irish Goverment in proclaiming 
Belfast and Derry was that there should 
be no sense of partiality felt by the 
peogie in the South and West of Ire- 
land; that they should feel that as we 
earried out searches in the South and 
West of Ireland, so we should not 
shrink from carrying out searches in 
Belfast and Derry. One of our last acts 
was to issue warrants for searches for 
arms in 25 cases in County Kerry but, 
to the best of my belief, not one of those 
warrants resulted in the detection of a 
single weapon. I should not be surprised, 
therefore, if the powers of search in 
Belfast and Derry, under the Proclama- 
tion of the 19th of July, should have the 
same result. But this is no reason why 
the Government should not do their best 
—and I am not at all prepared to deny 
that they would--to search into par- 
ticular houses, whenever there is reason 
to suppose that arms are to be found 
there. As to the general disarmament 
of acity like Belfast or Derry, I think we 
must acknowledge that this is practically 
impossible. What they can do is to do 
what Lord Spencer’s Government did in 
the case of Dublin and Cork. If the 
Government have reason to think that 
there are arms in public-houses or 
taverns, they can do sowething to alarm 
the unlicensed possessors of those arms, 
either into surrendering them, or into 
concealing them in places where their 
utility will become very doubtful. I 
simply wished to make these few remarks 
with reference to the Proclamation of the 
19th of July. 

Mr. SEXTON : I wish to say, in reply 
to the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach), that only time can show what 
is the effect of the Proclamation, and 
also of the Crimes Act. But there was 


a feeling in Belfast that the scene of the 
late disturbance in that city was pre- 
cisely in the quarter where the stores 
were, and the officers observed that the 
ammunition was of ae quality. 
That is why I ask that the 


Secretary of 
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State for War and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary should take 
steps to secure that the public stores of 
ammunition are not in the possession of 
persons who are not entitled to use them. 
The riots in Belfast were begun by an 
attack of the shipwrights on the Irish 
in the locality. [‘‘No, no!”] I say 
that if there had been a couple of de- 
termined constables at the gate these 
men would never have got in, and this 
preliminary disturbance would have 
been prevented ; and, therefore, I urge 
upon the right hon. Gentleman to con- 
sider the establishment of a permanent 
police force at the scene of disturbance, 
and that there shall be the same pro- 
portion as to creed as in the rest of the 
force in Belfast. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: I 
could not promise that. The force at 
Shankhill Road will not be selected on 
the ground of creed. 

Mr. SEXTON: Three days ago 150 
Catholics were employed in the yard 
who are now starving. What is the 
use of the right hon. Gentleman saying 
that Sir Edward Harland would prevent 
these men being kept out of employment 
if he could? If he were to say that if 
any of the men interfered with the 
Catholics he would be the first to dis- 
miss them, and that the managers of the 
yard would prosecute and get them con- 
victed, the whole thing would be put an 
end to. I wonder the right hon. Gen- 
tleman does not promise to use his in- 
fluence with Sir Edward Harland and 
other employers to induce them to re- 
instate these men. 

Str MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: I 
cannot interfere between employers and 
their men. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): With re- 
ference to the remarks of the right hon. 
Gentleman the late Chief Secretary (Mr. 
John Morley) and the present Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, I wish to point 
out that they have passed over one im- 
portant point in connection with the ad- 
ministration of the Arms Act—that is to 
say, the impossibility of getting by 
search arms that are hidden away. 
always said that would be impossible. 
I would also point out that the punish- 
ment is very different in the South of 
Ireland from what it is in the North 
for men who are found with arms in 
their hands; the man in the South gets 
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three months’ hard labour, whereas the 
man in the North is dismissed, although 
the law is that he should be imprisoned 
for three months. Therefore, I cannot 
understand how it is possible for anyone 
to stand up in this House and say there 
is impartial justice in Ireland. 

Mr. EWART (Belfast, N.): I wish 
to cus out, on behalf of the employers 
of labour in Belfast, that there is no 
disinclination to employ Catholics. I 
mentioned it to one of the partners of 
the yard a short time , and he as- 
sured me that they athe. 5 be only too 
glad if the Catholic workmen would 
return, and that there was nothing 
whatever to prevent their doing so. 

Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
wish to call the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary to 
the inquiry which bas taken place into 
the question as to whether trawling 
should be prohibited in Galway Bay, or 
in any portion of that Bay. The Com- 
missioners, as we were informed by the 
right hon. Gentleman a short time ago, 
were still considering this important 
subject ; but they have not yet sent in 
their Report, although six months have 
elapsed since they commenced their 
labours. I do not agree with the opi- 
nion that the Inspectors of Irish Fishe- 
ries should be the sole judges as to 
whether trawling should be prohibited 
in certain circumstances or not. Their 
opinion on trawling would, of course, be 
valuable, although they might not be 
right in their views, and I think they 
might very well give advice to the Chief 
Secretary in this matter. I think the 
right hon. Gentleman should ascertain 
the number of fishermen who wish for, 
and the number of fishermen who are 
opposed to, trawling. I have a large 
number of fishermen amongst my consti- 
tuents, and I can say that nearly all of 
them are very much opposed to trawling 
in Galway Bay. I have no doubt that 
they are right in their opposition, seeing 
that trawling interferes with their fish- 
ing; and one of the Coastguard officers 
declared to me that the paucity of fish 
there was due to the trawling which 
went on in the Bay. It is a very im- 

ortant question for both Scotch and 
rish Members to consider how far the 
local fishermen should have a voice in 
the question as to how the water on 
their Coast should be fished—whether 
trawlers should be kept out of it. If 
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you push the principle to an extreme, 
and say that anyone may fish the water 
as they like, I do not see why you 
should not allow foreigners to go there. 
The case of foreigners coming over and 
fishing your waters is similar to trawlers 
coming in and driving out the ordinary 
fishermen, and I say that this is a very 
important point for you to consider. 
There is, of course, nv objection to 
trawling in the opensea. As I have 
said, this is not a question to be settled 
by the Inspectors, but that the Chief 
Secretary should take their advice and 
at the same time give weight to the 
opinion of the majority of the fishermen 
in the locality. I think also that the 
right, hon. Gentleman should consider 
whether he will not allow the Inspec- 
tors to have a first-class fishing vessel 
at their disposal, for the purpose of con- 
ducting experiments in Irish waters, 
which at present they have no means of 
carrying out. The cost of this would 
not be large, and would, moreover, be 
lessened by the return from the fish 
sold. I think these points are worthy 
of the attention of the Chief Secretary, 
and I hope he will be able to look into 
them. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Oo., N.): I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary to take into his favourable 
consideration the propriety of issuing 
an Order in Council, whereby herring 
fishing would be prohibited before the 
10thof June. It is the opinion of fisher- 
men all round the Coast that there onght 
to be a close season for herrisgs; and I 
am clearly of opinion that the proposal 
would be accepted by the owners of 
fishing vessels, both in England and 
Scotland. I think there should be no 
hesitation in prohibiting the fishing 
before the 10th of June, and also in 
preventing trawling within 20 miles of 
the coast. I hope to hear from the 
right hon. Gentleman that some steps 
have been taken to carry out the re- 
commendations of the Commissioners. 
I was glad the other day to receive an 
assurance from the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he would advise the extension 
to fishermen on the North-West and 
West Coasts of Ireland, of the recent re- 
gulations with regardto loans. Butifthe 
right hon. Gentleman would add to the 
declaration which he made the other 
day that he would take steps to amal- 
gamate the two funds, he would largely 
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increase the value of the concession he 
has announced, and do a great service 
to the fishing interest in Ireland. The 
last Report mentions that the Irish 
fishermen, on almost every part of the 
coast, are a respectable and cou us 
class of men, and, further, that the loans 
already made have been very punctually 
repaid, and that the arrears outstand- 
ing, excluding the promissory notes not 
yet arrived at maturity, are very small 
indeed. I shall be glad if the Chief 
Secretary will take note of these points. 

Mr. M.J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): This 
question of Irish fishing is one of such 
great importance that no apology what- 
ever is needed for bringing it forward 
at the present time. This is one of the 
subjects with regard to which we com- 
plain that the amount of money voted is 
too small, The fishing industry in Ire- 
land is one which is capable of enormous 
development, and it is one which has 
been systematically neglected. There 
is no more capable public official than 
the Chief Inspector of Fisheries in Ire- 
land; and for many years Sir Thomas 
Brady has laid before the House schemes 
for the improvement and development 
of the fishing industry in Ireland; and 
he has given examples of cases in which, 
by judicious generosity, great improve- 
ment has been made and a great de- 
velopment has taken place in the man- 
ner of fishing and the extent of the 
capture of fish on the South Coast of 
Ireland. The most notorious instance 
is off the Coast of Cork, where, owing 
to the generosity of the Baroness Coutts, 
who lent money to the men, the fisher- 
men were enabled to engage in success- 
ful competition with other boats which 
came to the South Coast of Ireland for 
the purpose of fishing there. We say 
that if the Government were to do for 
other parts of the Coast what the 
Baroness Coutts did for the South 
Coast the same results would arise. 
During the 11 years in which these 
funds have been at their disposal the 
Government have lent nearly £200,000 
to the fishermen, and of this sum less 
than £2,000 remains overdue. ' The 
loans have been discharged with the 
most exemplary fidelity. I know with 
regard to one county, in which many 
thousands of pounds have been lent in 
the course of a few years, that last year 
there was only the sum of £1 10s. over- 
due. -Yet in that county nothing has 


{Szpremper 14, 1886} 





Service Estimates. 466 
been done to en the ind : 
The fishermen prema of the mena. 
class, and can only afford to use the 
worst class of boats. My hon. and gal- 
lant Friend the Member for North Gal- 
way (Colonel Nolan) has spoken this 
evening on the subject of trawling. The 
Inspectors, in the Report of 1885, al- 
luded to the practice of trawling, but 
expressed no opinion upon it. I am one 
of those who believe that the practice of 
trawling is a bad practice, and detri- 
mental to fishing. I may mention that 
Galway Bay is 10 miles wide, although 
the portion available for fishing is con- 
siderably less than that; and I believe 
that in Galway Bay, at any rate, the 
practice of trawling has a detrimental 
effect on the supply of fish. But the 
people there would not resort to trawl- 
ing were it not that the boats are so bad 
that they do not venture to go out of 
sight of land to catch fish. But, Sir, if 
there were some means placed at the dis- 
posal of the Inspectors of Irish Fisheries, 
so that they might practise the artificial 
culture of fish, as has been done in 
America, the question would not give 
rise to anxiety as to the future supply 
of fish in Ireland. In America the Go- 
vernment have placed a fund at the dis- 
posal of certain officers for the purpose 
of effecting the artificial culture of fish, 
and the result has been extremely satis- 
factory. Sir Thomas Brady himself has 
been able—not out of any State funds, 
but out of his own private resources—to 
provide salmon ova, which have been 
shipped to Australia, which have proved 
most productive, and for which, unless 
I am mistaken, he has received the 
thanks of the Australian Government. 
I think that if we can ship ova to 
Australia successfully, we should not 
begrudge a little expense for the sake 
of improving the fish supply of Ireland. 
There is another point I will dwell upon 
for a moment, and that is the efforts 
which have been made by Sir Thomas 
Brady, out of his private resources and 
gifts of money which he has received 
from strangers—sometimes Canadians, 
sometimes Americans—to provide large 
boats in some places for the use of the 
fishermen. Now, Sir, in every case in 
which Sir Thomas Brady has been able 
to buy these large boats for the use of 
fishermen the results have been in every 
way satisfactory. I find that three years 
ago £250,000 was voted for the con- 
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struction of piers and harbours mainly for 
fishing purposes. This fund has now been 
pretty well exhausted; and I may say that, 
though it has been exhausted, it has, in 
the main, been most wisely expended. 
That expenditure is calculated to give 
a most excellent return to the nation; 
but I think that the Inspectors of Irish 
Fisheries have reason now to demand 
that there should be a further grant 
given for the purpose of further en- 
larging piers and harbours in Ireland. 
I see in the Report which the Inspectors 
of Fisheries have supplied to Parlia- 
ment that reference is made to a new 
harbour near the mouth of the Shannon 
at Carrigafoyle, on which there has been 
£10,000 spent. There was a pier there 
previously, which was not, of course, so 
capacious as the new harbour; but the 
result of this expenditure of £10,000 
has not been so satisfactory as the In- 
spectors of Fisheries would like, because 
now that the harbour is near its com- 
pletion they report that it will not be 
able to accommodate vessels drawing 
more than 5 feet of water. The result 
is that the harbour will be of very little 
practical utility for the larger class of 
ships. Then my hon. Friend referred 
to the practice of French luggers and 
French boats coming right up to the 
Irish Coast. These boats come in to 
within half-a-mile of the Irish Coast, 
and sometimes nearer. Indeed, some- 
times French seamen sail up the Shan- 
non and land at Kilrush, and other 
places; and though there used to be a 
man-of-war in the Shannon, and though, 
I think, there is one there now, these war 
vessels are never used for the purpose of 
protecting the Irish fishermen against the 
depredations of the French fishermen. 
e heard only the other day of a case 
in which 11 English fishing boats were 
detained at Havre because they had 
trespassed upon French waters. I think 
it would be a most excellent thing if the 
Naval Authorities on the West Coast of 
Ireland retaliated on some of these 
French luggers, which visit the Irish 
Coast in large quantities at certain sea- 
sons of the year. I think that when- 
ever Her Majesty’s sbips see these 
luggers in Imsh waters they should 
seize them, and detain them until the 
receive an explanation from the Frenc 
Government. Some time ago I called 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Stirling Burghs 
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Mr. Campbell-Bannerman), who was, 
think, at that time Secretary to the 
Admiralty—TI called his attention to this 
persistent encroachment of the French 
fishing boats on the Irish Coasts; but 
he was unable to promise that anything 
would be done for the protection of the 
Irish fishermen, and this notwithstand- 
ing our constant experience that gun- 
boats belonging to Her Majesty’s Navy 
have been put at the service of land 
agents in Ireland for the purpose of 
carrying out evictions. I think that is 
a gross and scandalous abuse of the 
vessels of the Navy, which, it seems to 
me, would be much better employed—as 
I believe they were intended by the 
Constitution to be employed —in the 
protection of the subjects of the Queen. 
I believe that the Government would 
do well if they would take into con- 
sideration the question of developing the 
fisheries of Ireland. These fisheries are 
capable of immense development. The 
Government have spoken of erecting 
large harbours. But large harbours are 
not what is required for the protection of 
these fisheries. It would be much better 
if loans were granted to the fishermen 
to enable them to buy proper boats and 
proper gear. It week be a good thing 
if the Government would send to these 
fishermen model boats and gear, with 
ersons to instruct them in their use. 
That would be a most efficacious mode 
of developing the fishing industry of 
Ireland. I think if the Government 
acted in this way their efforts would 
very soon be repaid in a most liberal 
manner. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I wish 
to call the attention of the Government 
to just one question in connection with 
the fisheries of Ireland. It is very much 
the custom of those connected with the 
river fisheries to infringe upon the rights 
of the sea fishermen, if the latter have 
no legal claims where the river fisheries 
exist. There is a very special illustra- 
tion of that at the mouth of Lough 
Foyle in the Northern part of Derry 
and Antrim. The unfortunate fisher- 
men ‘there are constantly having their 
nets torn and broken by the tu 
steamers belonging to the owners o 
the Foyle fisheries. The sea fishermen 
have attempted to get a legal boundary 
laid down for each class of fishing in 
this part of Ireland; but withont satis- 
factory result, for the wealthy owners 
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of the river fisheries are able to injure to 
a very serious extent, sometimes to a 
ruinous extent, the rights and interests 
of the individual fishermen who carry 
on their operations outside the Lough. 
I am told that the same thing occurs in 
very many places, and not only so, but 
it very often happens that the owners of 
these river fisheries summon the outside 
fishermen for alleged trespass. They 
bring them up before the magistrates, 
who are their own personal friends, 
with the result that fines are inflicted 
upon the fishermen. These fines are, 
erhaps, not very heavy; but a penalty 
is imposed, and the convictions stand to 
be offered in evidence on a future day, 
when any proceedings are taken in the 
Superior Courts, as evidence of the 
owners of the river fisheries having a 
right to that to which, as a matter of 
fact, they have no legal title whatever. 
Of course, it is well known that any 
jonteeninge taken in the Superior 
ourts with regard to the rights of the 
fishermen are extremely expensive mat- 
ters of litigation. It is utterly impos- 
sible for these poor fishermen to com- 
pete with the wealthy fishery proprietors 
who have legal rights to fish in the 
river. Now, what I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland to do would be to instruct the 
Inspectors of Fisheries to, as far as pos- 
sible, define the rights of the individual 
fishermen and the owners of river 
fisheries. It would be perfectly com- 
petent in them to do that. It would not 
give them an enormous deal of trouble 
to examine the title deeds of those who 
have river fishings, and to find out the 
extent of the fishings. If the Inspectors 
would point out the boundary of the two 
classes of fishermen, when the outside 
fishermen fished within the boundary 
of the river fishermen, they would be 
open to severe punishment; but, on the 
other hand, it is not desirable that the 
wealthy owners of river fishings should 
be able capriciously to drive the r 
sea fishermen from place to place, 
hindering them from earning an honest 
livelihood. I ask that the right hon. 
Gentleman will increase the power and 
responsibility of the Fishery Inspectors, 
so that they can act, to some extent, as 
arbitrators between the two parties with 
roger to the boundary rights of each. 
MICHAEL 8-BEACH : 


The hon. and gallant Member for North 
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Galway (Colonel Nolan) referred to the 
question of trawling in Galway Bay, 
and rather suggested that I should disre- 
gard the views of the Fishery Inspectors 
and put down trawling in the Bay. Well, 
Sir, in the first place, the Fishery In- 
spectors are not irresponsible persons. 
They can only act under the law and 
the orders of the Privy Council, and that 
is some security in the matter. I should 
be sorry to take any action in antagonism 
to the views expressed by Gentlemen who 
are thoroughly competent to form an 
opinion on such a subject. I believe 
the question of trawling in Galway Bay 
is of old date. 

Cotonet NOLAN: The Trawling Re- 
port has not been long issued. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEAOH: I 
heard of this question 12 years ago, and 
I was also acquainted with the diffi- 
culty alluded to by the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman when he said that the fisher- 
men of Galway Bay have a strong desire 
to go outside. I understand that trawl- 
ing has been suspended in the Firth of 
Forth as a scientific experiment, and 
not from any idea of preserving the fish. 
It may be possible to make a similar 
experiment in Galway Bay, and I will 
make inquiries on the point. The hon. 
and gallant Member also referred to 
another old question—namely, the de- 
sirability of making a grant to place a 
vessel at the disposal of the Fishery 
Inspectors, to enable them to institute 
scientific inquiries, by which means they 
would be able to employ a great deal of 
their time very usefully. 1 can remem- 
ber, 10 years ago, recommending to the 
Treasury of that day to place a vessel of 
that kind at the disposal of the Fishery 
Commission. My recommendation was 
not attended to; but I will renew it 


now, and I hope I shall be more suc-. 


cessful. The hon. and gallant Member 
has also referred to the question of a 
close time for herrings. I understand 
that that system has been tried for some 
time at Loch Fyne, and has been found 
to be a complete failure. This expe- 
rience, therefore, is not very promising 
for the success of any similar attempt 
in Ireland. It seems to me that the ques- 
tion should certainly not be dealt with 
by the Irish Fishery Board alone. When 
any system of this kind is adopted 
there must be general co-operation in 
it ; and I believe that the Scotch Fishery 
Board would not be in favour of any- 
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thing of the kind. As the matter has 
been raised, however, I will endeavour 
to inform myself more fully with regard 
to it. Reference has likewise been made 
to the question of loans to fishermen. 
Since a Question was last put to me on 
the subject, I have received Reports from 
the Inspectors of Fisheries as to the 
ary of extending the loans for 
ats, on the security of the boats only, 
to other parts of lreland besides the 
Western Coast, and have taken steps to 
cerry out their suggestions. If that sys- 
tem is extended, so as not to give one 
county or district an unfair advantage 
over others, much good may be done. As 
regards the whole question of loans to the 
fishermen, I am glad to hear what has 
been said to-night by Irish Members as 
to the success of that system, which it 
was my good fortune to inaugurate when 
the Irish Reproductive Loan Fund Act 
was passed in 1874. I think a great deal 
more might be done in that way; and 
I will endeavour, to the best of my 
ability, to extend the system so as to 
enable the fishermen to obtain better 
boats and gear than they at present 
ssess. We must not be blamed if we 
esire to have some kind of security for 
the money we may advance to enable 
these fishermen to carry on their diffi- 
cult trade and render it more profitable. 
The hon. Member for West Cavan (Mr. 
Biggar) has referred to the quarrel 
which took place between the owners of 
river fishings and the sea fishermen, the 
latter being said to trespass upon the 
legal rights of the former. He suggests 
that the Inspectors should define the re- 
spective rights of the two parties. I 
confess I am not quite aware how far 
the Inspectors have power to do any- 
thing of the kind. I Mo not know whe- 
ther there is any power vested in them 
by law to lay down limits beyond which 
neither party can trespass; but if any 
complaint is made to me by the fisher- 
men, or by either party, I certainly will at 
once referit tothe Inspectors of Fisheries, 
in order that they may see what steps can 
be taken in the matter. Some remarks 
have fallen from more than one hon. 
Member upon the general question of 
the development of [Irish fisheries. 
I am not going into that matter at this 
time of the morning ; but I would ven- 
ture to remind hon. Members that I 
have already stated to the House that 
we are extremely anxious to develop 
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not merely the small Irish fisheries, 
but—what is of much greater import- 
ance—the deep sea fisheries on the 
West Coast, and that we are about to 
take steps towards that end which I 
hope will be of great service. 

Mr. HOOPER (Cork, 8.E.): The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
a question which is of great importance 
to my constituency. I refer to the 
question raised in the Report of these 
Fishery Inspectors with regard to the 
amounts from the Reproductive Loan 
Fund applied for and the amounts avail- 
able in certain districts. This Report 
shows that whilst £13,000 has been 
applied for in the county of Cork only 
£600 is available; whilst, in a neigh- 
bouring county, there is £11,000 avail- 
able, but only £800 applied for. Would 
it not be well to take into consideration 
the desirability of amalgamating these 
funds? With regard to the new rule 
which was sanctioned by the Earl of 
Carnarvon in January last, I would 
point out that it was not carried out 
for four months, and not until I had put 
on the Paper of this House a Notice of 
a Question to the Predecessor of the 
right hon. Baronet (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach). Application was made by my 
constituents, I think in February, and 
it was not until June that the answer 
came. I do not believe Sir Thomas 
Brady is to blame, for there is no more 
hard-working official connected with the 
whole Irish Administration than he is. 
He has earned the gratitude of the Coast 
people all over Ireland. Put, whoever 
is to blame, I think it is a most unfor- 
tunate thing that the matter should be 
left in doubt, and that when it had been 
pending for months finally an answer 
should be given of an unsatisfactory 
character. As to the question of a close 
time for herrings, I am bound to say 
that I think the answer of the right 
hon. Gentieman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland will be received with great dis- 
satisfaction on the Coast in my division. 
There is great dissatisfaction felt at the 

resent condition of things, because 
arge numbers of immature fish are taken 
in the nets before the month of June. I 
hope this matter will be considered, and 
that steps will be taken to prevent the 
wholesale destruction of fish which now 


oceurs. 
Mn. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.) : 
I cannot agree with the proposal of the 
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hon. Member for South-East Cork (Mr. 
Hooper), that money for reproductive 
loans should be taken from one county 
in order to give it to another. I do not 
at all object to a general amalgamation 
of the Reproductive Loan Fund ; but I 
should like to say this—at present there 
is an amount lying unproductive to the 
credit of Kerry. before that is touched 
I should like to point out that at the 
present moment there isa harbour being 
built in the county at a cost of £96,000, 
for the purpose of advancing the fishing 
industry of the district ; and I trust that 
no steps will be taken which will have 
the effect of diminishing the means now 
at the command of the authorities for 
the completion of the work. I should 
like to say that I do not also agree with 
the recommendations which have been 
made with regard to a general close 
season. I know this—that even in two 
different parts of the bay, on the shore 
of which I was born, the seasons are 
three months asunder. If the question 
is to be approached it should be ap- 
proached with great care, and after due 
consultation with the fishermen them- 
selves, and with those interested in the 
localities. As to trawling, thatis another 
matter which should be carefully entered 
upon, and with regard to which it is 
always necessary to keep in view local 
opinion---and by local opinion I mean 
more particularly the opinion of the men 
who live by this fishing industry, and I 
was going to say thrive; but, unfor- 
tunately, I cannot use that word. There 
is another matter which at once suggests 
itself when talking of these things, and 
that is the manner in which the Govern- 
ment neglects the fostering of the pil- 
chard fishing on the Coast of Ireland. 
I have some practical knowledge of this 
matter myself. I have often and often 
been out to see the fishing. I have seen 
literally acres of fish at a time ; I have 
seen them in such shoals that it would 
only have been necessary to throw outa 
seine net to fill from 8 to 12 yawls with 
them; but at such times I have known 
the fishermen consult together as to 
whether it was worth the trouble to take 
them. It is well known that there is no 
seine fish so easily taken as the pilchard. 
It does not shoot off like the mackerel, 
nor evade the net like the herring; but 
it remains in the net, where it can be 
easily picked up. But I have seen the 
fishermen leave the fish behind, simply 
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because they had no market for them. 
There is a great deal to be said on this 
fishing question. I have materials here 
with which to amplify my remarks; but 
I will not use them. My reason for 
speaking is that in Kerry at this moment 
they are engaged in the construction of 
a harbour, which it is hoped will be of 
great advantage to the fishing industry ; 
and I wish, therefore, to press upon the 
right hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland not to be induced to give any 
rash promise which may prove prejudicial 
to that work. 

Mr. HOOPER: My proposal was 
that all the money at present unappro- 
priated should be put into a common 
purse and distributed in the various 
counties as it is required. 

Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.): I 
wish to supplement, by a very few words, 
the observations of my hon. and gallant 
Friend the Member for North Galway 
(Colonel Nolan) in reference to the sub- 
ject of trawling. As representing a Coast 
constituency, many and repeated com- 
plaints have been brought before me in 
regard to this method of fishing, and I 
have endeavoured to draw attention to 
the matter by asking questions in this 
House. As yet, I have not received a 
satisfactory answer. Certainly the right 
hon. Baronet (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 
has, this evening, shown a desire to take 
the matter under serious consideration. 
I agree with my hon. and gallant Friend 
that trawling should only be permitted 
outside a certain limit. The depreda- 
tions of the trawlers are very much com- 
plained of off the Coast of Sligo. The 
fishermen complain that the trawlers 
come in from the outside district, and 
rob them of the profits which they ought 
to make, and of the fruits which they 
ought to reap from their labours. It 
seems to me that the principle which 
ought to prevail in a question of this 
kind should be the greatest good for the 
greatest number. We should consider 
whether it would not be right to legislate 
in such a manner as to prevent one in- 
dividual from securing to himself all the 
profit and good which should belong to 
hundreds. If you carry out that prin- 
ciple—namely, that one man may deprive 
hundreds of their trade, you will admit 
the trawl, and will prevent hundreds of 
poor fishermen from obtaining that 
which they ought to have. I think, if 
the Committee will permit me to say so, 
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that this question of fisheries is one of 
very great importance. I think Iam 
correct in saying it is of great import- 
ance when we remember that during 
last year the number of registered ves- 
sels used in Ireland for the capture of 
fish was 5,667, with crews of over 20,000 
men, and close upon 10,000 boys. It is 
clear, therefore, that where there are so 
many persons employed the industry 
must be one of importance. The matter 
is one in which England is equally in- 
terested with Ireland, inasmuch as I 
have reason to believe that the people of 
England are larger consumers of the fish 
captured by the Irish fishermen than the 
people of Ireland themselves. We de- 
sire that our people should be employed 
in the taking of fish ; and, on the other 
hand, we wish the English people to be- 
come the buyers of the fish when taken. 
I shall now confine myself to a few 
observations regarding my own consti- 
tuency. The fishermen of Sligo com- 
plain that they have not proper means 
of getting rid of their captures; conse- 
quently, they are not able to do the 
amount of work they otherwise would ; 
but that, Sir, is not the greatest cause 
of complaint ; it is this—if the fishermen 
had (seta harbours and good gear they 
could raise a much larger quantity of 
fish. I have raised already the question 
of insufficient harbours, or, I may call it, 
landing stage accommodation. On one 
occasion I drew attention to the fact that 
one of Her Majesty’s gunboats was not 
able to land with provisions which were 
sent to the starving people of the Isle 
of Moray in consequence of the fact 
that there was no landing pier on the 
island, and no landing pier on the main- 
land opposite. Under these circum- 
stances, I think the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, and 
of all other Members of the Irish Go- 
vernment who are interested in the wel- 
fare of the Irish people, and perhaps 
still more interested in the well-being of 
the poor and struggling people of the 
Western districts of Ireland, ought to 
take this matter into consideration. 
Along the whole Coast of Connemara 
and Donegal there are equal complaints 
of the want of suitable gear and suitable 
landing accommodation. The Commis- 
sioners report that the fishermen are 
peaceable and orderly in both the dis- 
tricts. If the people are peaceable and 
orderly, and evidently disposed to be 
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industrious, I think it is the duty ofa 
parents Government to help them in 
eveloping an industry in which the 
whole Kingdom is interested. Well, 
the right hon. Baronet (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach), to his credit be it said, 
initiated a movement in the shape of 
the Irish Reproductive Loan Fund, for 
helping these poor fishermen to carry on 
their work; and I am pleased to say, 
judging from the Report that has been 
furnished, that of the loans that have 
been advanced, a very small remnant 
in the shape of arrears remains. The 
Report states that these arrears could 
be recovered, with few exceptions, if 
proper legal steps were taken. Now, 
that is an exceedingly satisfactory state 
of things which I am glad to say pre- 
vails, not only in my division of the 
county, but along the whole Coast. 
County Leitrim has no arrears at all; 
County Sligo has only £87 of arrears out 
of over £4,000 granted; Mayo £200 of 
arrears out of £9,000 granted ; County 
Galway has only £600 out of £17,000; 
County Clare £114 out of £4,000; 
County Limerick owes nothing at all. 
Now, considering that these loans have 
been so punctually paid up, I think the 
system of the reproductive loans to 
fishermen in Ireland ought to be con- 
siderably extended, so that the men 
may be able to increase their business, 
and, at the same time, provide enough 
food for the people of the entire United 
Kingdom. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): In 
the county in which I live the fishing 
industry is of great importance. I be- 
lieve that if the sea and inland fisheries 
were fully developed they would be just 
as valuable as the land. There is one 
point I wish to impress most strongly 
upon the Committee, and that is the ne- 
cessity of better means for the conveyance 
of the fish, especially from the Western 
Coast. Very often fishermen make a 
large catch of fish; but they are not 
able to bring it to market while it is 
good, especially in the summer season. 
I trust that as the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary seems so very much 
interested in the development of the 
Irish fisheries, he will not neglect this 
important point in connection with this 
question. Now, upon the subject of 
trawling the fishermen of Galway have 
for many years complained of the 
damage done by trawlers. It is my 
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opinion that the fishermen are right ‘in 
the view that they take in regard to 
trawlers. I gave evidence before a 
Commission on Fisheries which sat some 
12 months or more ago, and I was care- 
ful to read all the évidence over, and 
nothing struck me more than the great 
discrepancies which were apparent; even 
the statements of Professor Huxley, to 
whom we all look so much on these 
matters, were contradicted by the evi- 
dence of experienced practical men, who 
gave data and facts for their statements. 
There is, unquestionably, a strong de- 
sire amongst fishermen that the system 
of trawling should cease. I think that 
that desire should betaken intoconsidera- 
tion by the Government, and that the 
system of trawling should be put an end 
to. Well, Sir, it is a very great thing 
that within my memory of Coatiiiuarn 
there were very many boats; in fact, 
the whole Coast line was covered with 
boats. They were the property of a 
very generous and good man, Mr. 
Martin, who is often mentioned with 
respect in these times. This man did 
what he could to encourage the fishing 
industry, and also to aid the fishermen 
in procuring little holdings on the sea 
shore. I would ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary to remember 
that though fishermen’s occupations are 
on the sea they have to live on the land 
—that is, that their occupations are very 
uncertain, and that, as a rule, they have 
a double contingency to contend with. 
They have, first of all, the contingency 
of failures to make good catches at sea ; 
and, in the second place, if they are 
small farmers as wall, they have the 
contingency of failures of crops on their 
land. Returns have been presented to 
this House from our Consuls abroad, 
and in those Returns it is stated that in 
foregn countries freeholds—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
the hon. Gentleman that the question of 
fisheries arises on this Vote in connec- 
tion with the allowances to Inspectors 
of Fisheries. 

Mr. HARRIS: As regards the in- 
epection of inland fisheries, I will say I 
agree with the observation made by my 
hon. Friend the Member for West 
Cavan (Mr. Biggar), that the question 
is worthy of great attention. I remem- 
ber the time when all the rivers of the 
country were open; and when the In- 
spectors report upon the deterioration 
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of our fisheries, I hope they will t 
out that the rights which are being 
éxercised by the ri nm owners have a 
very detrimental effect upon the fishing 
industry. If riparian proprietor along 
a narrow river chooses to exercise his 
right he can destroy all the salmon. 
[** Order!”}] I do not wish to get out 
See I am very often out of Order 
—but I trust the Government will take 
a large and comprehensive view of this 
great and important question. It is a 
question which extends itself very far 
beyond the limits which the Inspectors 
of Fisheries are confined by; it is a 
— of vast importance to these 
slands. It is a question which affects 
not alone the general interests and 
wealth of the fishing community, but 
which affects, in a particular degree, the 
sea-fishing and commercial people as the 
Englishare. I maintain that we ought 
to put the Irish, English, and Scotch 
fisheries on an equal footing with the 
foreigner, and we ought not to allow 
individual rights to be exercised detri- 
mentally to public rights. 

Mr. LALOR (Queen’s Oo., Leix): I 
will not detain the Committee more 
than five minutes; all I wish to do is to 
offer a few observations with reference 
to the lunatic asylums in Ireland. The 
lunatic asylums in Ireland are nomi- 
nally under the authority of a Board of 
Governors appointed by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant; but, practically, they are under 
the control and management of three 
medical officers. It is supposed that the 
three medical officers who have the sole 
control of these great institutions should 
be totally independent of and discon- 
nected with each other, particularly in 
the matter of family ties. In my county 
we happen to have one district lunatic 
asylum. The medical superintendent of 
the institution is Dr. Hatchet, and the 
visiting medical officer is Dr. Jacques, 
who is a nephew of the resident medical 
officer. The Government Inspector of 
the asylum is the father 

Toe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The asylums to which the hon. Member 
refers are not those visited by the In- 
spectors named in this Vote. They are 
Local Government Board Inspectors. 

Mr. COX (Clare, E.): Mr. Courtney, 
I only desire to detain the Committee a 
very few minutes while I direct the at- 
tention of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary (Sir Michael Hicks- 
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Beach) to the expenditure in the Vete- | 
| Up @ private practice. 


rinary Department.. The Ins 
have very serious complaints to make. 
In the first place, they say that no pro- 
vision has been made for the granting of 
allowances on retirement; that they are 
liable to be dismissed at a week’s notice 
without any cause assigned, and without 
any allowance whatever. They also 
complain that, compared with the offi- 
cers of a similar Department in England, 
they labour under very great disad- 
vantages. The professional adviser in 
Ireland has only, according to the pub- 
lished Returns, £800 a-year, while the 
officer in a similar position in England 
has £1,000 a-year; the travelling In- 
spectors in Ireland have £300 a-year, 
whereas in England there is a travel- 
ling Inspector with £620, an Assistant 
Inspector with £400, a chief travelling 
Inspector with £350, three travellin 
Inspectors with £300 each, and severa 
temporary Inspectors, who receive from 
£100 to £400 each; in Ireland the Vete- 
rinary Portal Inspectors get, on ap- 
pointment, 10s. a-day ; after three years’ 
service, 12s.; after five years’ service, 
14s. 6d. a-day, which is the maximum, 
or a total of £264 12s. 6d. a-year—a very 
small salary, considering the standard of 
education which the men have to attain in 
order to fit themselves for the position. 
These gentlemen have important duties 
to perform ; indeed, it is generally ad- 
mitted that it was owing to their great 
exertions during the recent foot-and- 
mouth epidemic that the disease was 
confined within comparatively narrow 
limits. I am very glad to see sitting 
opposite the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man the Member for the Isle of Thanet 
(Colonel King-Harman), because I think 
he will bear me out when I say that to 
the veterinary surgeons of Ireland was 
due, in great degree, the successful 
stamping out of the foot-and-mouth dis- 
ease. I well remember the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman labouring very hard 
in his own county—Roscommon—to 
stamp out the disease. Now, the Vete- 
rinary Portal Inspectors are not allowed 
to have private practice. That is also 
a very great grievance. In some of the 
rts they are allowed private practice, 
ut they are so largely occupied in the 
fulfilment of their official duties that 
they have very little time to devote to 
private practice; besides, they are re- 
moved from one port to another, so they 
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have very little opportunity of building 
Well, in i 
at this Estimate I have to complain that 
some of the Portal Supervisors are not 
men with any veterinary training, but 
merely policemen drawing pension from 
the State. I find, in Dublin, two ex- 
icemen as Portal Supervisors; at 
lfast, two District Inspectors; at 
Waterford, the District Inspector; at 
Cork and Derry, an ex-Police Inspector; 
and they are paid from £3 to £4 a-month. 
The travelling Inspectors, of whom there 
are two, are paid £300 a-year each. One, 
I know, is a veterinary surgeon; but the 
other gentleman has had no experience 
whatever; as a matter of fact, he isa 
retired Commander in the Royal Navy, 
drawing £350 from the State as retiring 
allowance, besides the £300 from the 
Veterinary Department, in addition to 
15s. per day for travelling expenses. I ask 
the Shiot Secretary (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) to explain how this comes about ? 
I also ask him to give serious considera- 
tion to the grievances the Portal Inspec- 
tors in Ireland complain of. In the first 
place, their salaries are too small; and, 
in the second place, they are liable to be 
dismissed at a week’s notice, irrespec- 
tive of their length of service. hat 
they wish is to be placed on the Civil 
Service basis; that retiring allowances 
may be given to them at the end of long 
service ; and that if the Government con- 
sent to grant them superannuation al- 
lowances the time they have already 
served should be taken into considera- 
tion. The noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) has announced that it is the 
intention of the Government to appoint 
a Royal Commission to inquire into the 
working of the Civil Service; perhaps 
the Government will bring the Vete- 
rinary Department in Ireland under the 
consideration of the Commission. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Mr. Courtney, with reference 
to your ruling that the Inspectors of 
Lunatic Asylums must be dealt with 
upon the Vote for the Local Govern- 
ment Board, I beg to point out that 
there isin this Vote a charge for two 
Inspectors, and that these Inspectors 
are the very gentlemen to whom my 
hon. Friend (Mr. Lalor) wished to al- 
lude. Under those circumstances, I sub- 
mit that this is the proper Vote to raise 
the question of the inspection of lunatic 
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asylums, and that it would be out of 
Order to raise it upon the Local Govern- 
ment Board Vote. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS- BEACH: 
Mr. Courtney, I venture to call your at- 
tention to the fact that although the 
Vote does include the salaries of the 
Inspectors to whom the hon. Member 
(Mr. Lalor) referred, it includes nothing 
whatever for medical superintendents or 
visiting physicians of any of the asylums, 
nor has it any reference to the Boards 
of the asylums. 

Mr. LALOR: The Government In- 
spector is closely connected with the 
gentlemen who are concerned with the 
asylums, and that is what I want to 
bring under the notice of the Committee. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : It would be irre- 
gular to bring to the notice of the Com- 
mittee on this Vote the connection be- 
tween the Government Inspector and 
the gentlemen connected with the 
asylums. I was wrong in saying that 
the question ought to be raised on the 
Local Government Board Vote. I ought 
to have said the Vote in aid of pauper 
lunatics in Class VI. 

Mr. SEXTON: May I point out to 
you, Sir, that the pauper lunatic asylums 
are not those to which my hon. Friend 
calls attention? He desires to call at- 
tention to the county asylums. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: I sub- 
mit to you, Sir, that the Vote for Pauper 
Lunatic Asylums is restricted to the 
charge for the maintenance of lunatics. 
I remember that on a previous occasion, 
when I attempted to raise a question 
with regard to the officers under that 
Vote, the Chairman drew my attention 
to the fact that the Vote was limited to 
the maintenance of —_—e lunatics. 

Sir MICHAEL Hic 8-BEAOH : So 
far as I know, the only Vote which de- 
frays any portion of the expenses of the 
maintenance of lunatics is the Vote for 
Pauper Lunatics. 

Mr. SEXTON: If my hon. Friend 
desires to question the fitness of one or 
two Inspectors who are paid under this 
Vote for the office they hold, because of 
their relationship with another officer, 
is he not quite in Order ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber may discuss the fitness of the In- 
spectors whose salaries are defrayed 
under this Vote; but that does not 
justify him in discussing the organiza- 
tion of any of these asylums. 
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Da. TANNER (Cork Go., Mid): The 
facts of the case are given in the Re- 
ports of the Inspectors. The Inspectors 
of the asylums are practically the people 
at the head of the Asylums Department 
in Ireland, and we have to deal with 
that Department from the Reports fur- 
nished to us by the Inspectors. 

THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The point is irrelevant. 

Mr. LALOR: Dr. Hatchet is actually 
the father of the Resident Medical 
Superintendent of the asylum. This is 
an irregularity, and I therefore beg to 
reduce the Vote by £1,200, the maxi- 
mum salaries of the Inspectors. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £16,666, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in 
Dublin and London, and Subordinate Depart- 
ments.””"—(Mr. Lalor.) 


Mr. SEXTON: I submit to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland that there are two of these In- 
spectors—[‘‘Oh, oh!”?] What is the 
matter ? must call your attention, 
Mr. Courtney, to the conduct of the hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Reigate 
Division of Surrey (Sir Trevor Lawrence), 
who persists in a course of continuous 
interruption. I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland if he will consider this point? 
There are two of these Inspectors, one 
of them is closely connected with two of 
the medical attendants of a certain asy- 
lum ; and I would put it to the Govern- 
ment whether it could not be arranged 
that this asylum might be visited by 
the other of the two Inspectors ? 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: If 
it be the fact that one of the Inspectors 
is the father of the Medical Superinten- 
dent at a particular asylum, it is obvious 
that the other Inspector ought to visit 
that Institution. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. M. J. KENNY: With regard to 
the discussion raised by the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Clare (Mr. Cox), which has 
been interrapted, I should like to say a 
word with regard to the Vote for the 
Veterinary Surgeons. For some time 
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there has existed in Dublin’ and its 
vicinity a disease known as pleuro- 
pneumonia, and the Inspectors have 
failed to stamp it out. [Lavghter.} I 
would observe that this is no laughing 
matter. The right hon. and learned 


Gentleman the Attorney General for | part 





Treland may Jaugh 
Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 

IRELAND (Mr. Hotes) (Dublin Uni- 

versity): I was not laughing at that. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: I repeat, this is 
no laughing matter. Itisa very serious 
question, and one materially affecting 
the Irish cattle trade. I saw the other 
day that an outbreak of pleuro-pneu- 
monia, which had taken place in Scot- 
land, was attributed to cattle imported 
from Ireland. We know that nearly all 
outbreaks of cattle disease which occur 
in Great Britain are at once attributed 
to the importation of infected animals 
from Ireland; and the result of that has 
been that, in many instances, the cattle 
trade of Ireland has been very seriously 
injured. It would be a very serious 
matter for Ireland if the importation of 
cattle into Great Britain were put a stop 
to. The contagious diseases of cattle 
are not stamped out in Ireland, because 
the slaughtering of the animals is left to 
the Boards of Guardians. There is an 
arrangement by which half the com- 

nsation is paid by the Guardians. 

“‘Order!”?] his comes under the 

eterinary Department. 

Sm MICHAEL HIOKS-BEAOCH : 
The expense of slaughtering in Ireland 
is paid out of the rates. Slaughtering is 
carried out, as the hon. Gentleman has 
himself stated, on the authority of 
Boards of Guardians, and that point 
cannot now be discussed, for the salaries 
of the officials of whose conduct the hon. 
Member complains are not included in 
the present Vote. 

Mr. M.J. KENNY : Iam afraid I have 
not made myself clear. I would sub- 
mit that half the expense of slaughter- 
ing is contributed out of the rates, and 
the other half by the Government. 

Srr MICHAEL HICKS-BEAOCH: 
That is not so; but, as a matter of fact, 
half the cost is borne by the local rate, 
and half by the general rate. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: My point is, that 
the duties in connection with the 
slaughtering of animals are in the 
hands of the Local Authority ; and what 
I want to do is to transfer those duties 
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from the Local Authority to the Central 
Authority. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): There 
is a professional adviser to the Veterinary 
Department included under this Vote. 
He gives advice from the Veterinary De- 
ment to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland and 
the Local Government Board. I think, 
therefore, that any question connected 
with the Veterinary Department of Ire- 
land would be perfectly in Order. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The matter the 
hon. Member (Mr. M. J. Kenny) wishes 
to discuss is not connected with the 
Veterinary Department, but has refer- 
ence to the Local Authorities, from whom 
the hon. Gentleman wishes to have 
certain duties transferred to the Central 
Authorities. 

Mr. M J. KENNY: Should I not be 
in Order in suggesting that the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland should take these 
matters under his direct authority ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: It would not be 
relevant to this Vote. 

Coronet NOLAN: Would the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
tell us what are the duties of the ad- 
viser of the Veterinary Department who 
advises the right hon. Gentleman. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: 
He advises the Government in regard 
to legal matters connected with the De- 
partment; not in regard to any action 
imposed upon the Boards of Guardians. 
I cannot speak very fully on this sub- 
ject now; but I am informed that, ex- 
cept on one or two minor points, the 
positions of these Inspectors in England 
and Ireland are on very similar lines 
indeed. I find that with the exception 
of the Veterinary Officers at London, 
Liverpool, and Newcastle, the salaries 
of those at Irish ports are in favour of 
the Irish Inspectors rather than the 
English Inspectors. The salaries in 
Ireland range from £182 10s. 0d. to 
£264; whereas in England they range 
from £100 to £250. With regard to 
another point which has been raised, I 
may point out that Army officers are not 
employed on the duties of the Veteri- 
nary Department. 

Dr. TANNER: In the course of this 
debate I was much struck by the ex- 
tremely nice manner in which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Treland dealt with the question of the 
Irish fisheries. Everybody who has 
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ever been connected in any possible way 
with this matter of fisheries must. have 
been struck with the fact that both the 
inland and sea fisheries of Ireland are 
deserving of the greatest care and atten- 
tion. Ido not intend, as the hour is so 
late, to deal with the matter in detail, 
as had been my original intention; but 
I cannot help. being struck on going 
through the mi furnished to us by 
the Inspector of Fisheries—rot merely 
the last Report, but the last three Re- 
ports—to see that we have the same 
complaints arising again and again. 
Do these Inspectors of Fisheries per- 
form the duties to carry out which they 
are presumably nominated? It is com- 
plained that certain technical points 
in connection with their duties are not 
carried out, in consequence of the bad 
stateof the law, or in consequence of diffi- 
culties which arise in different parts of 
the country, and to which the Govern- 
ment of the day do not pay any 
especial attention. It appears to me 
that it would be advisable to bring 
this matter under the direct cog- 
nizance and attention of Her Majesty’s 
Government. We find in the last Re- 
port of Major Hayes that he calls atten- 
tion to the fact that in the Report of 
1884 he drew attention to the same state 
of affairs which exists at the present 
moment. In the concluding portion, he 
says, he begs to refer to the Report of 
1884 with reference to the amendment 
of the Fishery, Laws, and he reiterates 
what he said on the previous year, 
calling attention very strongly to the 
unfortunate prevalence of poiscning in 
some of the Irish rivers. Everyone 
knows that the spots which are poisoned 
in the rivers are the spawning grounds 
of the fish which run up in the spawn- 
ing season. Unfortunately, the period 
at which the fish collect on these grounds 
in the largest numbers is the period 
chosen by the men who commit this 
offence for poisoning the streams. How 
does it come about that this poisoning 
is pursued on such a large scale in the 
Irish waters? Happening to belong to 
the Board of Conservators of the River 
Lee, my attention was drawn to the 
subject. We found out that in the old 
days the pvorer people were allowed to 
fish one Togite the week in the upper 
waters if they took out alicence. That 
was the case on the River Lee; but the 
same thing may be said of such rivers 
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as the Bann, and, the Blackwater. . It 


seems to have come about, however, in re- 
cent years, that the landlords owning the 
property on the banks of these different 
rivers have taken over all the fishing 
rights, including those which, in times 
gone, by, had been occasionally shared 
by their poorer neighbours. _ The conse- 
quence was that the poor people re- 
taliated. Of course, this system of 
retaliation is a system which should be 
deprecated, and very strongly depre- 
cated; and, for my own part, I have 
condemned it again and again, and have 
tried by every means in my power to 
get people to speak to the inhabitants 
of those districts where the poisoning 
occurs, in order to let them understand 
that by poisoning the streams they are 
doing not only an injury to themselves 
and the district, but to the people fish- 
ing down below in the tidal waters at 
the mouths of the rivers. Very strong 
representations were made to the Boards 
of Conservators, and those representa- 
tions had at first a certain amount of 
effect. The Conservators of Fisheries— 
[** Question of site am dealing with what 
comes in the Report, and if anyone calls 
‘* Question” I can easily give him any 
amount of information on the matter. 
I am trying to cut my remarks short; 
but hon. Gentlemen opposite seem 
anxious that I should not do so, but 
should give them further information. 
This question of poisoning the rivers is 
of the greatest possible importance. 
The Inspectors of Fisheries have been 
giving attention to this unfortunate 
state of affairs, in order, if they ibly 
could, to try and remedy it. What was 
done upon these Boards of Conservators? 
Gentlemen were requested to try and 
deal generously with the poor people on 
the upper waters, and they were told 
that if they did deal generously with 
them, giving those who took out licences 
permission to fish one day in the week 
or one day in a fortnight, that a great 
deal of this trouble would be set at rest, 
and that a peaceful and sound solution 
of the existing difficulty would be found. 
This recommendation was tried, a great 
number of gentlemen aliowing the poor 
people certain days for fishing. Some 
went so far as to allow two days a-week 
provided they took out the ordinary 
salmon licences. Others gave one day, 
whilst others, again, only gave one day 
in a fortnight, and the consequence was 
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that where this was done the poisoning 
ceased. Unfortunately, in my district, 
it happens that a great number of land- 
lords om: been very harsh and cruel. 
They have tried to keep all their rights 
to themselves, and have refused to part 
with a single jot, iota, or tittle of them. 
As a result, wo have these poisoning 
reports again and again. e must 
have attention brought to the matter, 
and I trust that the Inspectors and 
other officials will seriously move in the 
matter, and endeavour to ascertain whe- 
ther any other solution can be found of 
a problem which leads to great loss to 
the people at large. Not only does it 
lead to great loss and hardship to the 
rod fishermen, but it affects still more 
severely the men who fish in the estuaries 
of the rivers, who pay twice as much in 
the shape of duties as the rod fisher- 
men. By far the greater part of the 
licence money is paid by professional 
fishermen who use drift nets in the tidal 
waters. These fishermen live entirely 
by fishing; whereas the rod fishers are 
either amateurs, or men who follow the 
business of fishing during a portion of 
the year and are farmers during the 
rest of the year. I do not like to speak 
longer upon this subject at this late 
hour; but, seeing the great importance 
of the subject, and the attention which 
has been drawn to it by both Sir Thomas 
Brady and Mr. Hayes, I think I am 
‘ully warranted in bringing it before 
‘he attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
nan the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
here are a great number of other points 
in connection with the seine fisheries 
that I should like to touch upon; but 
seeing the lateness of the hour I will 
refrain from doing so. I think it would, 
rhaps, be better for me to defer any 
urther remarks I have to make to the 
stage of Report. I will defer also to 
that stage the observations I desire to 
make with regard to the Inspectors of 
Lunatic Asylums and of the Veterinary 
Department. 
rn. BIGGAR: Before the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary replies, I 
wish to say that I think I heard some 
hon. Gentleman make representations 
in favour of the Veterinary Department 
of Ireland. I hope the hon. Member's 
observations will not be considered at 
all, for the veterinary surgeons are very 
well paid at present, and I think it 
would be a great mistake for the Go- 
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vernment to make any fresh arrangement 
and give them a larger claim on the 
public funds. 

Mr. CLANCY: I desire to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary, with regard to the question of a 
close time for herrings, whether the 
suspension of trawling in Scotland has, 
or has not, taken place by way of scien- 
tific experiment? If it has, I should 
like to ask him whether he would not 
endeavour to have scientific experiments 
of this nature carried out in Ireland, not 
only in connection with trawling, but in 
connection with those other matters 
which have been referred to? The sub- 
ject is an important one, and probably 
the right hon. Gentleman will see his 
way to making a small concession upon 


it. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) : 
Iam in the same position as some of 
my hon. Friends, although I have not 
trespassed on the attention of the Com- 
mittee for any time at all this evening. 
I would express a hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland will take care that the interests 
of the cot and net fishermen are not sac- 
rificed to those of the rod fishermen. 
The tendency in the South of Ireland, 
particularly on such rivers as the Black- 
water, is to safeguard the interests of 
the rod fishermen to the detriment of 
the cot or net fishermen. The cot fisher- 
men give a yp sum of money for their 
licences, and the rod fishermen do not. 
Moreover, the cot fishermen are ex- 
tremely poor, and have to live by their 
fishing; whereas the rod fishermen, as 
a rule, merely fish for amusement. I 
would therefore ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary to be on his 
guard against the influences which I 
know will be brought to bear upon him 
in Ireland, during the next few months, 
in order to induce him to saerifice the 
interests of the net fishermen to the rod 
fishermen. As having some knowledge 
of this question, I would earnestly press 
it upon the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr. PYNE Sate wees, W.): There 
is great complaint made——{ Cries of 
‘* Divide!’’?] I can wait until those 
Gentlemen have done; my time is at 
their service. The question I want to 
come at is as to the close time. It seems 
that Almighty God ordained for man 
one day’s rest in the week—that is to 
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say, on the Sunday; but it is ordained 
by the law that the salmon fishermen 
shall have two Sundays in the week. 
While everybody else in Ireland has 
only one day in the week upon which he 
cannot labour for his livelihood, the 
salmon fisherman has two, and I must 
say that that appears to me to be ex- 
tremely hard lines upon these poor men, 
who have, for reasons I would explain, 
to stand idle on the Saturday as well as 
on the Sunday. The law says that the 
fishermen shall abstain from fishing in 
order to allow the salmon to run up the 
rivers for the convenience and profit of 
certain landlords, who let their salmon 
fishings to noble Dukes in Ireland. I 
believe the father of the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer rented a fishery, 
and that he encroached upon the poor 
fishermen’s water. [ Cries of ‘‘ Divide!” 
Well, the grievance to which I woul 
draw attention is that of these poor men, 
who are prevented from working six 
days in the week simply because certain 
noble gentlemen wish to preserve the 
rivers for the purpose of catching fish 
with the fly. P can understand it to be 
in the interests of the people to procure 
cheap fish, and I quite agree that cer- 
tain laws are necessary to protect the 
breeding of salmon; but I cannot un- 
derstand why, when the fishing is not 
likely to interfere with the breeding, 
salmon should not be caught whenever 
it is possible to catch them. Therefore, 
I must protest against this Saturday 
close season. I believe there is a Com- 
mittee of this House which was to have 
sat to consider this subject, but which, 
owing to the peculiar circumstances of 
the time, did not sit last Session. The 
reason, I understand, was some dis- 
agreement between the Liberal and 
Conservative Leaders as to the number 
of persons to be appointed to take part 
in the inquiry, and as to—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is, I think, travelling very wide of 
the Vote. It is only competent to dis- 
cuss the question of fishing as connected 
with the functions of the Inspectors. 

Mr. PYNE: The Inspectors carry 
out the bye-laws, and one of the bye- 
laws is the observance of this second 
Sunday in the week. Owing, however, 
to the interruptions which have taken 
place I shall sit down. 

The hon. Memserr thereupon resumed 
his seat. 
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Mr. BIGGAR: I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary will reply 
to some of the questions raised. 

Str MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: I 
have replied to every point requiring au 
answer from me. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolution to be reported. 


(2.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £68,688, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board 
in Ireland, including various Grants in Aid of 
Local Taxation,”’ 


Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I think 
it is now time (2 o'clock) we should re- 
port Progress. The discussion of this 
Vote will occupy a considerable time, 
and it must be borne in mind that we 
are required to re-assemble at 12 o’clock. 
In the interest of himself and of all 
parties, the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ought to agree to re- 
port Progress. 

Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): If 
the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is not prepared to report 
Progress now—[ Cries of ‘‘ Progress!’ ] 
—I should prefer to report Progress— 
perhaps he will say how much longer he 
proposes to continue Supply. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or truz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrx CuvurcHitr) 
(Paddington, S.): The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is ready to go on with 
the rest of the Class. The hon. Gentle- 
man (Mr. Biggar) will recollect that we 
have spent a great many hours over one 
Vote. I think hon. Members might be 
disposed to let us take the rest of the 
Irish Votes in this Class, and begin with 
the Votes of the Criminal Law Class to- 
morrow. |‘ No, no!”] It certainly 
appears that the opinion of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer is not wanted. 

Mr. BIGGAR: I appeal to the Go- 
vernment to report Progress, and not to 
force us into an unseemly wrangle. The 
discussion to-night has ranged over 
many questions, any one of which, when 
raised in an ordinary Session, say on 
the Motion to go into Committee on a 
Friday, would have occupied a whole 
Sitting. I think very fair progress has 
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been made this evening, and that the 
Government have not very much to com- 
plain of. I may say that though I have 
spoken three or four times, I have not 
occupied more than 10 minutes of the 
time of the Committee. There has been 
no time wasted, expect possibly by the 
hon. Gentleman opposite, who during 
his speech was called to Order three 
times. By reporting Progress now we 
shall avoid an unpleasant controversy, 
and be able to get on smoothly with our 
work to-morrow. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I think the desire of the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Lord Randolph Churchill) to complete 
the Votes in this Class is, after all, a 
very reasonable one, because we must 
admit that there has been a considerable 
amount of discussion over the single one 
that has been passed thisevening. But 
with regard to his suggestion that we 
should take the remainder of the Votes 


in this Class, I may remind him that | gre 


one of the Votes, that for the Irish 
Board of Works, will lead, as it always 
has done, to considerable contention. 
With reference to another Vote in this 
Class, I may say that during the last 
Session I placed upon the Paper a No- 
tice concerning it, and the Vote was 

urposely kept open in order that the 

ouse might have an opportunity of 
fully discussing the re-organization of 
the office concerned—namely, the Re- 
gistrar General’s Office in Dublin. Under 
these circumstances, I am afraid I shall 
have to detain the Committee longer 
than they will care to be detained at 
this hour (2.10). I am personally pre- 
pared to go on with the Local Govern- 
ment Board Vote now; but it would not 
be fair to take any other Votes now, 
considering that we have to come here 
at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I agree with the hon. Gentleman that it 
would be unreasonable to enter upon a 
long discussion; but I suppose I may 
assume from what fell from the hon. 
Member for West Oavan (Mr. Biggar) 
that as the discussion on the Chief Se- 
cretary’s Vote has been a very full one, 
the speeches on all the other Votes of a 
similar value will not be long—the Go- 
vernment may understand sumething of 
that kind? The Local Government 
Board Vote, I understand, is not of a 
very contentious character; but per- 


Mr. Biggar 
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haps hon. Members would rather it was 
not taken to-night. I am entirely in the 
hands of the Committee. Of course, the 
Vote for Public Works will be postponed 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. BIGGAR: My hon. Friend the 
Member for East Donegal (Mr. Arthur 
O’Connor) has probably very little to 
say upon the Local Government Board 
Vote ; but I can assure the noble Lord 
that a great many of the Members of the 
Irish Party have something to say upon 
it. My present estimate is that the dis- 
cussion on the Vote will occupy at least 
a couple of hours. To commence at 
2 o’clock in the morning a discussion 
which is likely to occupy two hours 
is a little unreasonable, especially as 
we have to meet again at 12 o’elock. 
Of course, I shall be here at 12 o’clock, 
no matter what time we separate ; still 
I think we ought to report Progress 
now. 

Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.): I take a 
at interest in the Vote which the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer proposes we should take now ; 
but if the noble Lord will consent to 
postpone the Vote until to-morrow, I 
promise him I will curtail my remarks 
as much as possible. I really believe 
that to postpone the Vote will have the 
effect of accelerating Business. 


Resolution to be reported Zo-morrow. 


Committee also report Progress ; to sit 
again Zo-morrow. 


DISTURBANCES AT BELFAST INQUIRY 
BILL.—[Br 35.] 

(Sir Michael Hicks- Beach, Mr. Attorney General 
Sor Ireland, Mr. Solicitor General for Ireland.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committes.) 
Clause 1 (Short title) agreed to. 
Clause 2 (Commission to have powers 
herein named). 
Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
§.): Before this clause is disposed of, I 


wish to move an Amendment by adding 
at the end of the clause the words— 
“None of the powers conferred by this sec- 
tion shall be exercised before the twelfth day 
of October eighteen hundred and eighty-six.” 
I think it is essential that the inquiry 
should not sit until the revisions of voters 
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in Dublin and also in West Belfast are 
concluded. Mr. Adams is a revising 
barrister for one of the constituencies of 
he City of Dublin, and it would be well 
that he should complete his revision 
before this Commission of Inquiry sits. 
He knows the voters’ lists for the City of 
Dublin very well, and it would be ex- 
tremely inconvenient to take him away 
from the Revision Court and send him 
to Belfast. Then, again, Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy, @ Protestant gentleman and a 
member of the Bar, has been engaged 
by the Catholic Committee to represent 
them at the inquiry; but he is also en- 
gaged in the revision of voters in Done- 
gal, and the Revision Court only opens 
on Monday next. Considerable im- 
portance is attached to this year’s revi- 
sion in West Belfast. The work there 
is very heavy; indeed, the Government 
have felt themselves bound to appoint 
two revising barristers to discharge the 
work done last year by one. In July 
the Tory Party in Belfast transferred 
some hundreds of these voters to West 
Belfast from the other divisions of the 
town, and the Nationalists followed suit. 
There is this year, therefore, a very 
extraordinary amount of work, and great 
interest concentrates upon it. The Re- 
vision Court is now sitting, and if the 
revision be interrupted by the inquiry 
one of two things will happen. Every- 
one in Belfast, whether Tory or Na- 
tionalist, who takes any interest in public 
affairs, concerns himself with the revi- 
sion in West Belfast; and if the 
Court of Inquiry sits now, the result 
will be that everyone will either desert 
the Revision Court, or else the Court 
of Inquiry. It is necessary for the 
effectiveness both of the inquiry and the 
revision that the respective Courts should 
be held at different times. There is a 
good deal of excited feeling in Belfast, 
and the House of Commons ought to 
refrain from doing avything which will 
tend to increase the excitement. I can 
hold out no hope that the revision will 
proses satisfactorily if the Court of 

quiry sits at the same time. There 
is no urgency about theinquiry. Peace 
is restored, and the Chief Secretary has 
taken ample measures for policeing the 
town. The Report of the Committee 
cannot be acted upon until next Session; 
therefore I think we may safely adopt 
my su tion, and thus reduce the 


chance of a renewal of excitement. 


{Szrrzmper 14, 1886} 
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Amendment proposed, in page 2, at 
end of Clause, — 

“None of the powers conferred by this sec- 
tion shall be exercised before the twelfth da 
of October, eighteen hundred and eighty-six.” 
—(Mr. Sexton.) 

Question roposed, ‘“‘ That these words 
be there added.” 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmgs) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): I donot think it would be ad- 
visable to accept this Amendment. I 
was under the impression that all Parties 
in the House were desirous that this 
Commission should sit assoon as possible. 
I think that in the course of the diseus- 
sion on the second reading the hon. Gen- 
tleman himself conceded this point. An 
additional reason has arisen since then 
why theinquiry by the Commission should 
not be Fs at until the date named 
in the Amendment. We have secured, 
or we feel certain of securing, the ser- 
vices of Mr. Justice Day, in accordance 
with circumstances mentioned by my 
right hon. Friend the Chief Secretary, 
and we all know that his duties in this 
country will commence at the end of 
October. It will, therefore, be very de- 
sirable, indeed almost necessary, that 
the Commission should sit earlier than 
the day suggested by the hon. Gentle- 
man. As far as Mr. Adamsis concerned, 
the Government are quite prepared, if 
necessary, to provide a substitute for 
him in the Revision Court at Dublin ; and 
as to Mr. O’Shaughnessy, I have no 
doubt means can be found of getting 
over the difficulty in which he is placed. 
It will hardly be possible for the Com- 
mission to sit at once; in fact, I think I 
am in a position to say that the Commis- 
sion will not sit much earlier than the 
28th or 29th of September. If the hon. 
Gentleman will accept such an assurance, 
there will be no necessity for the Amend- 
ment he has proposed. 

Mr. SEXTON: On that I have only 
to say that if the Commission commences 
its sittings on the 12th of October I can- 
not see why it should not be able to 
conclude its labours before the end of 
October, and thus release Mr. Justice 
Day for his English engagements. At 
the same time, I am not disposed to 
press my Amendment in any obstructive 
spirit. I only desire there should be a 
reasonable prospect of the revision 
getting through before the Commission 
begins. Will the right hon. and learned 
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Gentleman undertake that the Commis- 
sion will not sit until the 24th of Octo- 
ber? If he did not, Mr. Justice Day 
could be released for his higher 
duties. 

Mr. HOLMES: I am afraid I cannot 
do that, asthe 24th of October is the day 
on which the English Courts of Justice 
begin to sit. 

r. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : It is very desirable the Com- 
mission should not interfere with the 
revisions. Would it not be as easy to 
find a substitute for Mr. Justice Day as 
for Mr. Adams? 

Mr. SEXTON : I wish the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman had gone alittle 
further, and said the Commission shall 
not sit until the lst of October at the 
earliest ; but, under the circumstances, 
I beg to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 severally agreed to. 


Preamble. 


Amendment proposed, 

In page 1, line 22, after “‘ disorder,’’ to insert, 
**and whereas the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
intends by warrant under his hand to nominate 
Sir John Charles Vay, one of the Judges of the 
Queen's Bench Division of the High Court, 
additional member of the said Commission.’’— 
(Mr. Attorney General for Ireland.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SEXTON: I entirely approve of 
this Amendment, for I think the ap- 
pointment of the learned Judge will 
materially strengthen the Commission. 
It is well, however, I should say that I 
have never based my criticism on the 
ground of creed, though I remember 
that, in the course of the debate, some 
Members did point out it was unsatis- 
factory the Commission should be con. 
stituted of three Protestants and one 
Catholic. I admit that the appointment 
of Mr. Justice Day tends to redress that 
inequality. LIobjected to what is under- 
stood to be a judicial inquiry being 
presided over by a military officer. My 
objection is removed by the appointment 
of Mr. Justice Day, and I only hope that 
the inquiry will be conducted with that 
impartiality, fairness, and care, which 
usually distinguishes judicial proceed- 
ings in England. 

Question put, and agreed to, 

Mr. Sexton 


{COMMONS} 
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Preamble, as amended, agreed to. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be con-: 
sidered Zo-morrow. 


House adjourned at half after 
Two o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Wednesday, 15th September, 1886. 


MINUTES. ] — Serecr Commirresz — Report — 
Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms (House of 
Commons) [No. 35]. 

Surriy—considered in Committee—Civi. Srr- 
vics Estimates; Crass II.—Sanaries anp 
Expenses or Civit Departments, Votes 38 
and 39. 

Resolutions [September 14] reported. 

Pusiic Bris — Committee— — Report—Third 
Reading—Expiring Laws Continuance * [46), 
and passed. 

Considered as amended — Third Reading — Dis- 
turbances at Belfast Inquiry * [35], and 
passed. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


0 
SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
Suprty—considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. Courtney in the Chair. } 


Crass II.—Satarres anp EXxPEnsEs oF 
Crvit DEPARTMENTS. 

(1.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £68,688, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board 
in Ireland, including various Grants in Aid of 
Local Taxation.” 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.): I wish 
to direct the attention of the Committee 
to the action of the Local Government 
Board in reference to some irregular pro- 
ceedings on the part of the Bantry 
Board of Guardians. I think it is im- 
portant that some responsible member 
of the Local Government Board should 
define the duties of Chairmen of Boards 
of Guardians. Some Chairmen seem to 
think that they have absolute power to 
receive or reject any resolution that may 
be handed in to them, although it may 
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happen to appertain to the business of the 
Board. To illustrate what I mean I will 
mention acase which relates totheconduct 
of the Chairman of the Bantry Board. For 
a long time a number of notices of evic- 
tion have been served on certain poor 
tenants upon the Bantry estate, and on 
other estates belonging ‘to local land- 
lords in the Bantry Union. Although it 
is the duty of the relieving officer to 
direct attention to such notices of evic- 
tion, it has not been the practice of that 
official to do so, and on several occasions 
the attention of the Chairman of the 
Bantry Board of Guardians has been 
directed to the matter, and notices of 
motion have been given in regard to it, 
with a view of compelling the relieving 
officer of the Bantry Union to lay these 
notices of eviction before the Board. 
The Chairman, however, has refused to 
receive such notices of motion, although 
some of them have been given even a 
month before the time it was proposed 
to bring them forward. I may say that 
the refusal of the Chairman of the Bantry 
Board of Guardians to accept the motion 
appears on the minutes of the Board; 
but, notwithstanding that fact, the Local 
Government Board declared that they 
had no cognizance of the action of the 
Chairman in this matter. I may say 
that the Local Government Board have 
had their attention directed to this sub- 
ject, and they have been requested to 
compel the Chairman to receive these 
resolutions, as it is undoubtedly his legal 
duty to do. I believe that the Local 
Government Board did intimate to the 
Chairman of the Board of Guardians 
that it was his duty to do so; but even 
after receiving that intimation the Chair- 
man still persisted in his refusal. I 
then, myself, wrote to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and requested them to send 
down a sealed order to compel the Chair- 
man to do his duty in the matter; but 
the Secretary te the Local Government 
Board wrote to say that it was not in- 
tended to take any further action in the 
matter, and that the Board would not 
compel the Chairman of the Bantry 
Union to receive these notices of resolu- 
tion. Now, I submit that it was the 
duty of the Local Government Board, 
or, at any rate, of someone in Dnblin 
Castle, to see that the Chairman did his 
duty, and that he received all notices of 
motion tendered to bim in a legal man- 
ner in:connection with the Bantry 
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of Guardians. I asked a question to 
that effect in this House, and the right 
hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland told me that the Local Govern- 
ment Board had no power to compel the 
Chairman of the Bantry Board of Guar- 
dians to do anything of the kind. I 
have here a copy of a communication 
which the Clerk of the Bantry Union 
received from the Local Government 
Board, in which it is stated that it was 
the duty of the relieving officer to receive 
these resolutions, and that it was the 
duty of the relieving officer to render 
an account of the notices of eviction re- 
ceived by him at the next meeting of the 
Board, in addition to which it was the 
duty of the Clerk of the Union to make 
a record of them. On the 28th of 
August the Local Government Board 
issued a Circular calling attention to the 
fact that as early as the 2lst of Ma 
1877 they had required to be inform 
of all notices of eviction that might 
have been served within the Union, and 
the relieving officer was instructed to 
return to the Board of Guardians from 
time to time all such notices received by 
him, of which he was directed, inaddition, 
to keep a record. The Board of Guar- 
dians were also requested to notify at 
once what arrangements had been made, 
and how the relieving officers of the 
Board were prepared to discharge their 
duties. The Local Government Board 
must have been thoroughly cognizant of 
the fact that the relieving officer had not 
done his duty for several months; but, 
nevertheless, they took no further notice 
of the action of the Chairman or of the 
relieving officer. I cannot reconcile the 
course pursued by the Local Government 
Board with the statement which has been 
made by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary, that the Board of Guar- 
dians did their duty in the matter. I 
have myself communicated directly with 
the Local Government Board directing 
their attention to the illegal action of 
the Chairman of the Bantry Union ; and 
on some occasions, instead of sending 
communications to the Clerk of the 
Union asking for information from the 
Board, I believe that the Local Govern- 
ment Board communicated privately with 
the Chairman of the Bantry Board, who 
has refused to produce the letter of the 
Local Government Board to the Board 
df Guardians. Now, I submit that it is 
the duty of the’ Sécretary to the Local 
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Government Board to communicate di- 
rectly with the Board of Guardians, and 
not with the Chairman of the Board. 
Attention has been directed to a case 
which concerned the property of Lord 
Bantry. Itis alleged that Lord Bantry 
had served notices of eviction signed by 
his own agent, such agent being also 
Chairman of the Board of Guardians. 
The case is a peculiar one. It was an 
attempt to obtain payment from tenants 
who are in a position of under-rated 
tenants, but who were sought to be 
made responsible because their rentals 
had been aggregated together. In order 
to empower the rate collector to take 
legal proceedings in the matter, it was 
necessary that the Chairman, together 
with two other Guardians and the Clerk 
of the Union, should sign a notice em- 
powering the rate collector to sue the 
tenants. In this case I believe that the 
notice was sent without the knowledge 
of the Board of Guardians, and that 
Lord Bantry’s agent instructed the rate 
collector to sue the tenants instead of 
Lord Bantry himself; and although the 
rate collector gave receipts to the tenants 
in his own name, counterparts of the 
receipts were signed in the name of 
Lord Bantry. I maintain that this was 
a grossly unfair proceeding on the part 
of the rate collector, and that it is the 
duty of the Board of Guardians to take 
cognizance of the matter, and to see that 
Lord Bantry’s tenants are not unfairly 
dealt with. I wish, further, to direct the 
attention of the Committee to the mode 
in which resolutions are received at the 
meetings of the Board of Guardians; 
and I ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary whether it is within his 
province to define whether it is the duty 
of the Chairman of the Board to receive 
such resolutions, or whether it is com- 
petent for that gentleman to decide what 
resolutions shall be received, or what 
shall be rejected ; and, further, whether 
it is competent for him to say what 
course he ought to take in such a case ? 
Of course, I am aware that it is the duty 
of the Chairman of the Board of Guar- 
dians to receive any resolution which 
may be presented appertaining to the 
business of the Board ; but what I want 
to find out is, what is the business of 
the Board? For instance, in a case 
where evictions are pending, and the 
ratepayers are to be taxed for the main- 
tenance of the victims of landlord op- 
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pression or cruelty in a icular dis- 
trict, and a resolution relating to such 
evictions is presented, is it or is it not 
the business of the Board of Guardians 
to take such resolution into considera- 
tion? Everyone is aware that when an 
eviction takes place the persons who are 
evicted will, in all probability, become 
a burden upon the ratepayers, whether 
they become the recipients of outdoor 
relief or have to enter the work- 
house; and I should like the Com- 
mittee to express some opinion as to 
what is the duty of the Chairman of 
the Board of Guardians in regard to 
any resolution which may be submitted 
in such a case. Some time ago I made 
a complaint that the tenants on the 
Bantry Estate were being unfairly 
muleted by Lord Bantry and Major 
Spaight. The Local Government Board 
Inspector was sent down to inquire; but 
Major Spaight, instead of holding an 
open and fair inquiry, entered into a 

rivate investigation. He was closeted 
in a hotel at Bantry with the Clerk of 
the Union, and he conducted his inquiry 
without receiving any evidence from the 
members of the Board of Guardians 
themselves or any individual who was 
not a personal friend of Lord Bantry’s 
agent. I maintain that such an inquiry 
was a pure farce, in the absence of eyi- 
dence to substantiate the case of Lord 
Bantry’s tenants. I shall be glad to 
receive an intimation from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary that in 
future the Local Government Board, 
when they observe that there has been 
irregularities in the proceedings of 
Boards of Guardians, will immediately 
communicate with the Clerk of the 
Union instead of the Chairman, and 
ascertain whether any illegal action on 
the part of the Chairman of the Board 
of Guardians has taken place. If they 
find that irregularities have been com- 
mitted it will be the duty of the Local 
Government Board to remonstrate and 
to take action, without requiring private 
individuals to intervene. I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to see whether 
in the case of the Bantry Board of 
Guardians any illegal action has taken 
place or not, and to require that in future 
a@ communication shall be addressed to 
the Clerk of the Union requesting that 
the action of the Board of Guardians 
shall be in accordance with the law and 
the statutory regulations which govern 
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their proceedings. I will only add that 
it is monstrous that the Local Govern- 
ment Board, represented by gentlemen 
who draw large salaries, for the pay- 
ment of which the public are taxed, 
should overlook such transactions as 
these, and that it should be necessary 
for private individuals to occupy their 
time in writing letters remonstrating 
with the action of Government officials 
in regard to a plain course of procedure 
which their own duty ought to dictate. 
Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): Very 
frequently it isfound exceedingly difficult 
for a Board of Guardians to obtain legal 
advice as to the course they ought to 
ursue when they are of opinion that 
irregularities are being committed, and 
I think that some endeavour ought to 
be made to satisfy the fair and just de- 
mands of all persons who have auy 
transactions with Boards of Guardians. 
I notice here an item of £3,425 for the 
Legal Adviser of the Local Government 
Board. Now, I do not know who the 
Legal Adviser of the Board is, and am 
not acquainted with the character of the 
legal advice he gives. What is it that 
he does? I have been a member of a 
Board of Guardians for a long time, 
and when any vexed question has arisen 
in reference to the action of the Guar- 
dians we have again and again applied 
to the Local Government Board to give 
us legal advice, and the invariable reply 
has been that we must obtain the advice 
of the Legal Adviser of the Board of 
Guardians—that we could not have legal 
advice from the Local Government 
Board. They simply advised us to 
seek advice from our own legal officer. 
Under such circumstances, I cannot 
see of what use the Legal Adviser to 
the Local Government Board is; and 
as I have no doubt that he receives 
a large salary— probably £2,000 or 
£3,000 a-year—for giving legal advice, 
I confess that I cannot see what use his 
services are if, when Boards of Guar- 
dians seek legal direction, they are told 
that they must obtain it from their own 
local attorney, an individual who cannot 
possess general experience, and whose 
advice may very likely lead the Board 
of Guardians in the wrong direction. 
If this individual does not advise a 
Board of Guardians directly, neither 
does he give advice in any cases of dis- 
te that may arise between the Local 
vernment Board and any particular 
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individual. I have myself had occasion 
to come into contact with the Local Go- 
vernment Board, in relation to the law 
of elections for members of Boards of 
Guardians, and the Secretary to the 
Local Government Board refused directly 
and point blank to give the opinion of 
their Thy Adviser. They refused to 
give the legal opinion upon which they 
grounded their objection to my claim. 
On that ground, as far as the question 
of the Legal Adviser of the Local Govern- 
ment Board is concerned, I maintain 
that the salary paid to him is a waste 
of public money, and ought to be dis- 
allowed. Then there is a further ques- 
tion which has reference to the In- 
spectors of the Local Government Board. 
I see in the Estimates a large sum of 
money for the travelling expenses of 
those officers, amounting in all to 
£4,250. I believe that the best part of 
that sum is wasted, and that 13 or 15 
Inspectors are far too many for the 
wae t they are required to do in Ireland. 
Personally, I do not know exactly what 
they do; but they travel a good deal 
about the country, and they get £1 1s. 
~ day for travelling expenses while on 

uty; and, of course, they make it their 
business to travel about the country as 
much as possible, in order to increase 
their salaries by the allowance they re- 
ceive per day. Now, I have seen In- 
spectors attend meetings of the Board of 
Guardians, and sit there during the 
progress of business; and I know that 
they are of no kind of use whatever in 
directing the affairs of the Board. In 
point of fact, we should altogether re- 
pudiate any interference on their part, 
and I think that no respectable Board 
of Guardians which knows itsduty would 
tolerate any meddling from them. In 
fact, it appears to me that the office of 
Inspector is a kind of sinecure appoint- 
ment given to some hanger-on of some 
other office, or to some person who hap- 
pens to have a friend in court. Upon 
this point I would make a suggestion. I 
think that if these Inspectors, who have 
very little work to do, were appointed 
by the Local Government Board to be 
the Returning Officers in the case of the 
election of Guardians, instead of the 
Clerk of the Union, it would be of some 
advantage in the popular administration 
of Poor Law affiairs. At present the 
Clerk of the Union has charge of the 
election of members of the Board. It is 
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his duty to make up the list of voters, 
and, as in the North of Ireland the 
Clerks of Union are generally partizans 
acting to a considerable extent in the 
interests of the landlords and of the 
Conservative Party, I maintain that it 
is most undesirable that they should 
continue to act in the capacity of Re- 
turning Officers. One part of the duty 
of the Olerk of the Union is to 
make out a list of proxy votes; 
and I know, as a matter of fact, 
within my own cognizance, that these 
officers have themselves suggested to 
the landlords and others the propriety 
of registering proxy votes. Tn more 
cases than one proxy votes have been 
manufactured in the interests of the 
landlords, and the Returning Officer has 
utilized the votes so manufactured when 
a contest in an election of Guardians has 
taken place. In March last I under- 
went a contest myself, and in that case 
the Clerk of the Enniskillen Union had 
all the proxy votes in his own custody, 
in addition to which he sat as the Re- 
turning Officer for the election. He ad- 
mitted the whole of the proxy votes he 
had himself placed on the list, although 
in three cases the Local Government 
Board disallowed votes that I objected 
to at the time. In one case the proxy 
was of this nature—a gentleman was 
agent for what was called the school 
lands or the school board, and he 
claimed seven proxy votes. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
do not see how the conduct of the Local 
Government Board, which is the subject 
of this Vote, is concerned in the trans- 
action referred to by the hon. Member. 
The statement of the hon. Member ap- 
— to relate solely to some alleged 

ereliction of duty on the part of a local 
clerk. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): Upon 
the point of Order I wish to point out 
that the local clerks are under the con- 
trol of the Local Government Board ; 
and the Local Government’ Board, in 
the case mentioned by my hon. Friend, 
did not do their duty, because they did 
not discharge the clerk for his default. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I do not see how 
the Estimate now under the considera- 
tion of the Committee can have any- 
thing to do with the particular case re- 
ferred to. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
have been Ohairman of two Unions, 
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and my experience is that whatever we 
do the Local Government Board have 
complete power to over-rule, and if we 
do not immediately submit to their di- 
rections they have sent down paid Guar- 
dians to take the business out of our 
hands. As a matter of fact, Boards of 
Guardians are completely under the con- 
trol of the Local Government Board, 
who exercise the power of over-rulin 
all the actions of the Local Boards an 
their officials. 

Tne CHAIRMAN: If the observa- 
tions of the hon. Member really touched 
the action of the Local Government 
Board they would be perfectly in Order ; 
but, as I gather, he admits that the Local 
Government Board, in this particular in- 
stance, had discharged their duty. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): Per- 
haps, Mr. Courtney, you may not be 
aware that the Board of Guardians 
have no power to dismiss any of their 
officers. A dismissal can only come 
from the Local Government Board. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! It 
is impossible to argue with the Chair. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): My ar- 

ument is that the Local Government 

oard should have censured the Clerk 
of the Union, and prevented any such 
action on his part. I may add that 
there has scarcely been any contested 
election in this Union in which the 
election of a Conservative candidate 
has not been secured by resorting to 
such practices as these—that is to say, 
that the Clerk of the Union has so ma- 
naged the list as to am ye fraudulent 
votes—votes which ought to have been 
disallowed. With your permission, Mr. 
Courtney, I will direct attention to an- 
other feature of the case in which the 
action of the Local Government Board 
will be fairly seen. One requirement of 
the law, in accordance with the Statute 
and the Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, is that the notices relating 
to proxy votes should be left at some 
house within the division. The form 
by which proxy votes are allowed re- 
quires a declaration to be made by the 
proxy in a certain manner, and in the 
form it is directed that the paper shall 
be left at some house in the division. 
Nevertheless, in the contest which I un- 
derwent last March at Enniskillen there 
were 29 votes which were not so left, 
but which were left, by the direction of 
the Returning Officer, at his own office. 
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Now, I maintain that those proxy votes 
were bad. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: Order, order! It 
will not be regular for the hon. Member 
to enter into this transaction, unless he 
is prepared to go further and say that 
it was brought to the notice of the Local 
Government Board, and that they took 
no steps in the matter. Irregularities 
committed by a local officer cannot in 
themselves be the subject of debate on 
this Estimate. 

Mr. JORDAN: I was going on to 
say that I myself wrote a series of four 
letters to the Local Government Board, 
drawing their attention to this point, 
and that I also endeavoured, although 
a layman, to discuss the law of the case 
with the Local Government Board. That 
is why I now complain of the Local Go- 
vernment Board—namely, that in re- 
fusing my interpretation of the law they 
did not give me the opinion of their 
Legal Adviser, to whom we are paying 
£2,000 or £3,000 a-year. I have made 
repeated applications to them, and for 
a period of three or four months the 
correspondenee has been going on; but 
I have been unable to get any satis- 
factory explanation of the allowance by 
the Returning Officer of these 29 votes. 
I quoted the Statute and the Order of 
the Local Government Board themselves, 
together with the form in which the 
Order was sent round ; and all the Local 
Government Board say is that the direc- 
tion about leaving proxy papers at some 
house within the division is not binding. 
Nevertheless they used part of the form, 
and they refused to use the other part. 
If the Local Government Board had 
given me the legal opinion of their own 
Legal Adviser I should have been per- 
fectly satisfied, and should have been 
saved from any further feeling in the 
matter. These 29 votes, when they 
were jotted up by the Returning Officer, 
I objected to, and I wrote to the Local 
Government Board on three separate 
oceasions claiming that they should be 
struck off; but the Local Government 
Board decided that they should be al- 
lowed to my opponent. I feel very keenly 
with regard to the very arbitrary manner 
in which the Local Government Board 
have treated me. There were three 


or four cases of error in which the 
Local Government Board did disallow 
the votes; but in this particular case, 
which interested me personally, they re- 
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fused to disallow the votes, and the con- 
sequence was that I lost the election by 
two votes. My opinion is that if the 
Legal Adviser of the Local Government 
Board had done his duty I should have 
been retained upon the Board of Guar- 
dians, and so keenly do I feel that I 
have been treated, not only in an arbi- 
trary but in an ungentlemanly manner, 
that I propose to move the reduction of 
this Vote by the amount of £1,000, 
which represents the salary of the Se- 
cretary to the Local Government Board, 
and also a further sum of £2,000 for 
law expenses. I do this to mark m 

disapprobation of the manner in which 
I have been treated by the Local Go- 
vernment Board. As a matter of fact, 
the Secretary to the Local Government 
Board is himself the Board. This oc- 
currence happened during the time that 
the right hon. Gentleman on the Front 
Opposition Bench was Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant, and I sent a 
copy of the letters I had written to the 
Local Government Board to the right 
hon. Gentleman at the Irish Office here. 
I found, however, that the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board was not 
only master of the Board itself, but that 
he was also master of the Chief Secre- 
tary, whose reply to me was simply a 
re-echo of the reply I had received from 
the Secretary to the Local Government 
Board. My opinion, therefore, is that 
the Secretary to the Local Government 
Board himself constitutes the Board. 
He not only has the Chief Secretary, 
but the Inspectors in his hands, and 
always at his command, and he is not 
only an autocrat, but a supercilious, 
arbitrary, and domineering person. I 
do not expect to be treated by any 
Board in a manner different from 
that in which any other person is 
treated; but I believe that the treat- 
ment I received from the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board is part 
and parcel of the system he pursues 
regularly towards all who are brought 
in contact with him. He refuses to take 
the slightest pains to investigate any 
case that may be fairly placed before 
him. I think the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board should be taught to 
pay respect to all persons who have 
egitimate claims for consideration at his 
hands. I had already been a Guardian 
for the division, and, as a candidate at 
the election to which I refer, I maintain 
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that I had a claim upon the Local Go- 
vernment Board for due consideration. 
I beg to move the reduction of the Vote 
by the sum of £3,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £65,688, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the which will come 
in course of ‘payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board 
in Ireland, including various Grants in Aid of 
Local Taxation.’”’— (Mr. Jordan.) 


Mr. J. O’CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
I desire to express my regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland was not in his place 
when the hon. Member for West Cork 
(Mr. Gilhooly) called attention to the 
irregularity of the proceedings of the 
Bantry Board of Guardians. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Bzacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I was in my place during 
most part of the observations of the 
hon. Member. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR: So much the 
better, because I think there are mon- 
strous evils and blots in the operation of 
the Poor Law system in Ireland, and 
the way in which the benefits of the law 
are frustrated was very clearly put 
before the Committee by my hon. Friend. 
I do not think that there is any case that 
could be brought under the cognizance 
of the Committee which could illustrate 
these blots better than the ono which 
has been brought forward by my hon. 
Friend. My ad Friend has a very 
intimate acquaintance with the Bantry 
Board of Guardians. That Board of 
Guardians is presided over by Mr. John 
Warren Payne, who is the agent of the 
Earl of Bantry, and is noted for the 
tyrannical manner in which he rules 
that Board. As the agent of the Earl 
of Bantry he has used his official posi- 
tion at the Board of Guardians to cheat 
the tenants and evade the law. Now, 
the Earl of Bantry has a number of very 
poor tenants who are rated under £4, 
and according to the law they are not 
liable to pay poor rates. But what did 
Mr. John Waizen Paynedo? Heaggre- 
gated these tenants together, made one 
of them lessor to the others, and by this 
means he took from the tenants their 
right of exemption from the rates and 
gave receipts to the collector in the Earl 
of Bantry’s name; while, on the other 
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hand, he gave receipts to the tenants 
themselves in their own names. Now, 
Sir, I look upon thatas a most elaborate 
system of cheating the tenants and 
evading the law in order to save the 
Earl of Bantry from making his proper 
contribution to the rates. But that is 
not the worst of it. This matter was 
brought before the Board repeatedly by 
my hon. Friend; but so powerful was 
Mr. Payne on the Board, and so much 
influence had he with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, that for years he defeated 
the efforts of my hon. Friend to rectify 
this state of things. I will not trouble 
the Committee with the Parliamentary 
Returns and Correspondence which were 
entered into between the members of 
the Board and the Local Government 
Board, and which extended over a con- 
siderable period. For the time every 
effort was fruitless ; but finally the matter 
was brought before this House by my 
hon. Friend, and an Inspector was then 
sent down to Bantry to investigate the 
actual state of affairs. The Inspector 
was immediately waited upon by Mr. 
Payne, and so influenced was that official 
by Mr. Payne that he actually altered 
the manner of the rating so as to make 
one tenant liable for the rates of all the 
others, by that means saving the Earl 
of Bantry’s pocket. My hon. Friend 
the Member for West Cork (Mr. Gil- 
hooly) was, however, not contented with 
that decision, and he appealed to a 
higher quarter, which had the effect of 
et the Government to send down 
Sir J. Vaughan Green, the Commis- 
sioner of Valuations, to Bantry. ‘The 
Commissioner took evidence and held 
an inquiry, at which both sides were 
heard. What wastheresult? The de- 
cision of the Inspector was immediately 
reversed, these tenants have been saved 
the unjust imposition which had been 
placed upon them, and the Earl of 
Bantry has been compelled to place 
himself on all-fours with the law and 
contribute his proper guota to the ex- 
penses of the Union. Now, I think this 
is a very proper subject for investiga- 
tion. It is atypical case of many others 
that occur all over the country, and it 
shows how the landlords of Ireland 
and their agents, backed up by the 
officials of the Local Government Board, 
have been able to defeat and evade the 
law in every particular that van be de- 
vised by the fruitful ingenuity of the 
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landlords and their agents in Ireland.: 
Well, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary is Chairman of the 
Local Government Board, and I think 
he will do well to inquire into this 
matter. He cannot be too strict in his 
investigation of the conduct of the 
officials who are immediately under 
him. He cannot be too precise and 
exacting in looking into the Reports of 
the Inspectors who go down into the 
country, who are attended by the agents 
of the landlords, and who are sur- 
rounded by every influence at the com- 
mand of such agents, so that they may 
assist the landlords in evading the law. 
There is another way in which these 
gentlemen endeavour to prop up the 
rotten system of which they are the re- 
presentatives, and to procure the assist- 
ance of officials in so doing. My hon. 
Friend has very properly brought before 
the Committee the manner in which re- 
solutions are proposed and received by 
the Chairmen of Unions. The system 
is one which has led to a great deal of 
contention, and much disagreeable con- 
troversy in the Land Courts of Ireland. 
Although I have never had the honour 
of being a Poor Law Guardian, I have 
had occasion to observe from time to 
time the way in which these resolutions 
have been brought forward and re- 
ceived, and I have often deplored the 
manner in which the Chairman of the 
Poor Law Board has broken up a meet- 
ing of the Guardians, retired from his 
position as Chairman, and then defied 
the Board to pass resolutions of which 
the majority were in favour—resolu- 
tions affecting the rates and the condi- 
tion of the country. In more than one 
case the Chairman has in this way left 
the proper work of the Board undone in 
order that he might defeat the proposers 
of these resolutions. Now, I do not 
know anything that could more pro- 

erly form the business of a Poor Law 

oard than that they should bring their 
opinion to bear upon the subject of 
evictions in Ireland. What has been 
the case in the Bantry Board of Guar- 
dians, of which my hon. Friend is a dis- 
tinguished member? In the case of 
that Board the rate collector has failed 
to lodge the necessary notices of evie- 
tion. These notices of eviction ought to 
be placed upon the table of the Board of 
Guardians ; and what can be more proper 
than that the Board of Guardians should 
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resolutions in regard to such notices 
if eviction ? Can it be said that they 
do not affect the rates? Do they not 
affect the poor? Do they not affect the 
Union over which the Board presides ; 
and is it not almost certain that the un- 
fortunate people who are evicted for the 
non-payment of rack-rents will even- 
tuall me the recipients of parochial 
relief ? Occasionally—in fact, very fre- 
quently—throughout the whole of Ire- 
land resolutions have been brought for- 
ward by humane men expressing a 
strong opinion upon evictions that were 
about to take place. Some of these re- 
solutions may have been couched, per- 
haps, in the language of entreaty to the 
landlords and their agents, asking them 
to stay the evictions, and not place upon 
the rates already over-burdened a num- 
ber of evicted tenants who would have 
no other resource than entering the poor- 
house. Surely that is a very proper 
subject for the Board of Guardians to 
entertain ; and [thinkit was avery proper 
subject for the hon. Member for West 
Cork (Mr. Gilhooly) to introduce here 
to-day, in order that an expression of 
opinion may be obtained from some 
person in authority as to how far a 
member of a Board of Guardians is 
justified in bringing forward such a 
resolution, and how far the Chairman of 
the Board is justified in refusing to ac- 
cept it as far as it affects the rates which 
the district may be obliged to pay and 
the position of the Union. Many dis- 

able conflicts have occurred in cer- 
tain Boards of Guardians from time to 
time arising out of the introduction of 
these resolutions, and we are very 
anxious that the matter should be dis- 
posed of once for all. On some occa- 
sions the Chairman of the Board, in a 
passionate and heated moment, leaves 
the Chair, and on other occasions dis- 
— scenes arise in consequence 
of the conflicts which are entered into 
between the members of the Board and 
the Chairman, and the refusal of the 
Board to accept his ipse dixit. I admit 
that in many respects the Chairman: of 
a Union may be the most suitable per- 
son for the position. We are some- 
times accused in Ireland of being in- 
tolerant ; but in Ireland the public posi- 
tions at the disposal of the country are 
all of them placed in the hands of a 
privileged class. This gives rise to 
constant bickerings; and can there be 
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any wonder, when we find a gentleman 
filling the chair at a meeting of a Board 
of Guardians, who is otherwise emi- 
nently suited to occupy the position, but 
who places himself at right angles with 
the public by refusing to put these re- 
solutions in the interests of the rate- 
payers—can there be any wonder, under 
such circumstances, that the Irish Mem- 
bers avail themselves of the first oppor- 
tunity to ask Parliament to review the 
 syury occupied by the gentlemen who 
1 that post, and who at present study 
only the interest of the one class to 
which they themselves belong? I rose 
to take part in this discussion simply 
because ved under the impression that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary was not in his place, and I 
wished to emphasize the matters which 
had been brought forward by the hon. 
Member for West Cork. I trust that 
these important questions will receive 
careful consideration at the hands of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and that the 
several points that have been brought 
forward by my hon. Friend will be 
satisfactorily answered. I trust that 
the right hon. Gentleman will carefully 
inquire into the conduct of the Inspec- 
tors—that he will see that they hold an 
even hand and steer an even keel be- 
tween the people and those who, in the 
performance of the duties of Chairmen 
of Poor Law Guardians, interfere with 
the operation of what might otherwise 
be very carefully drawn regulations and 
very just provisions of the law. 
ne CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND a Mionart Hroxs - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): There was one observa- 
tion which fell from an hon. Mem- 
ber who addressed the Committee to 
which it is very difficult to give a 
reply. I quite agree with the proposi- 
tion that it is the duty of the Local Go- 
vernment Board to watch very carefully, 
through its Inspectors and the Reports 
it receives, over the proceedings of 
Boards of Guardians in Ireland; that 
it is bound to keep an even keel be- 
tween the various conflicting interests ; 
and that if it observes any infraction of 
the law, or any improper administration 
of the law, no time should be lost in 
putting in force, without fear or favour, 
the powers at its disposal to check 
irregularities. That being so, on the 
other hand, I should entirely depre- 
cate any persistent or continual in- 
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terference with Boards of Guardians 
on the of the Local Govern- 
ment Board beyond the lines laid down 
by the law. It appears to me that this 
would be absolutely contrary to any 
progress in that system of local self- 
government which I understand it is 
universally admitted we should endea- 
vour to sustain and extend in Ireland as 
in other parts of the United Kingdom. 
The hon. Member for West Cork (Mr. 
Gilhooly) has called attention to certain 
conduct on the part of the Chairman of 
the Bantry Board of Guardians, and he 
has been followed in that course by the 
hon. Member who has just sat down. 
My own opinion is that it is obviously the 
duty of Boards of Guardians to take 
cognizance of the evictions which may 
happen in their Union in order to pre- 
vent any hardship or suffering to the poor 
from them. The law imposes on them 
and on their officers certain duties in that 
respect, which, of course, they ought to 
perform. The Local Government Board 
intimated to the Bantry Board of Guar- 
dians what the duty of the relieving 
officer was in this matter; and they 
added that, in their opinion, the Chair- 
man had not acted properly in declining 
to put a certain resolution. But now 
the Government are asked to go further. 
They are asked to take some action, as 
I understand, with reference to the con- 
duct of the Chairman of the Board. To 
that I reply that Iam not here for the 
purpose of laying down—and it would 
be impossible for anyone to lay down— 
precisely what resolutions the Chairman 
ought or ought not to put from the chair, 
or what kind of business ought or ought 
not to come before the Board. I am 
afraid that a good many subjects are 
discussed by Boards of Guardians in 
Ireland, and possibly in England, which 
are certainly not within the ordinary 
administration of such Boards. But the 
Local Government Board were advised 
that in this case the conduct of the 
Chairman did not justify the inter- 
ference by sealed order which was 
asked for by the hon. Member for 
West Cork. In my opinion, those who 
have a local interest in the matter, and 
who consider that the Chairman ex- 
ceeded his duty, have the remedy in 
their own hands if they choose to exer- 
cise it. When the time comes for re- 
electing the Chairman, if he has failed 
to discharge his duty, they possess a 
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remedy’ by replacing 

else: ‘[Homé Kule cries of “ No, no!’’) 
1f that were so, then obviously the Chair- 
man has the support of the ratepayers of 
the district. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
He is the understrapper of the ex officio 
Guardians. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
He is elected by the Board of Guardians 
to be Ohairman of the Board; and if 
hon. Members can furnish me with an 
instance in which the Local Government 
Board, either of England or of Ireland, 
have removed a Chairman of a Board 
of Guardians, by a sealed order, for de- 
clining to put a resolution, I should con- 
sider the suggestion for such interference 
on the part of the Local Government 
Board in this case with more favour than 
I am disposed to extend to it at present. 
With regard to the action of the Chair- 
man in this particular instance, as I have 
already stated, it is the opinion of the 
Local Government Board that he was 
not justified in the course hetook. The 
blame which has been cast on the Local 
Government Board for declining to go 
boyond the expression of that opinion 
is in strong contrast to the observations 
which have been made by the hon. 
Member for West Clare (Mr. Jordan) as 
to the arbitrary conduct of the Board 
and the action of its Secretary in certain 
other matters which have been brought 
under the notice of the Committee. The 
Local Government Board are charged, 
on the one side, with non-interference ; 
and, on the other, with arbitrary inter- 
ference. I can only say that I am as 
anxious as any hon. Member below 
the Gangway that the action of the 
Local Government Board should be 
fair between all parties, and that it 
should deal with any infraction of 
the law, no matter by whom it may 
be committed. Some information has 
reached me as to the condition of certain 
Unions in Ireland which inclines me to 
believe that a little more action on the 
part of the Local Government Board 
might have stopped certain evils that 
have occurred. However that may be, 
I will promise hon. Members not to lose 
sight of the matter, but to do the best I 
can to secure that the law is carried out, 
and not evaded. The hon. Member for 
West Clare put two points, the first of 
which had reference to the action of the 
Inspectors of the Local Government 
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Board. He spoke of the Inspectors of 
the Local Government Board as if they 
were of no use, and he went 80 far as to 
move the reduction of the Vote in order 
to get rid of them. 

Mr. JORDAN: No; not the Inspec- 


tors. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : 
The hon. Member seemed to think that 
the Inspectors did not discharge their 
duties satisfactorily. He spuke of their 
attendance at the meetings of the Board 
of Guardians, and I certainly understood 
him not only to say that they were use- 
less, but that any interference on their 
part would be resented by the Board 
of Guardians. Now, I understand that 
the Inspectors of the Local Government 
Board do not attend the meetings of the 
Boards of Guardians for the purpose of 
directing the course of procedure, but 
simply to observe what goes on, and to 
report to the Local Government Board 
how the affairs of the Union are con- 
ducted. Of course, if the Board of 
Guardians asks for their advice, they 
would be perfectly willing and ready to 
give it. 

Mr. JORDAN: The experience we 
have of the Inspectors in Ireland is 
that their services are nearly altogether: 
useless. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH 
That has not been found to be the case 
in England, and I do not think it will 
be found to be the case in Ireland. I 
believe that without the assistance of 
the Inspectors it would be impossible for 
the Local Government Board to perform 
their duties. The Local Government 
Board, however, have no desire to take 
out of the hands of the Boards of Guar- 
dians their proper administrative duties. 
Generally speaking, I do not believe 
that the Inspectors of the Local Govern- 
ment Board are fairly open to the charge 
which has been made against them, and 
without some such system of inspection 
it would be impossible for the Local 
Government Board to goon. An hon. 
Member has suggested that the Inspec- 
tors should do the duty of the Clerks of 
the Union in revising the List of Voters, 
and conducting the election of Boards of 
Guardians. Now, I should like to know 
how long it would take the 13 Inspectors 
of the al Government Board to per- 
form the duties of Returning Officers at 
elections, and what time they would have 
left to devote to other and more import- 
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ant duties? Such a suggestion is also 
directly in antagonism to the extension 
of local self-government or A ane rere 
of greater freedom to the Autho- 
rities of Ireland. As to the Legal Ad- 
viser of the Local Government Board, he 
has very important duties to perform, 
and his services are largely called into 
requisition. He gives advice as to the 
general action of the Board, and the re- 
muneration he receives is included in 
the Estimate for the year. I do not 
think that any point which has been 
raised in the course of this discussion 
remains unanswered, and I trust that 
hon. Members will believe me when I 
say that my desire is to see the working 
of the Local Government system made 
thoroughly efficient, and carried out as 
far as possible by the Local Authorities 
themselves. 

Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.): I and my 
hon. Friends are also anxious to see 
local self-government thoroughly estab- 
lished in Ireland; but we do not con- 
sider that the present system of local go- 
vernment which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has alluded to is at all satisfactory, 
or that it is in reality local government 
in any sense of the word, for the simple 
reason that the Boards of Guardians in 
Ireland are composed, to a large extent, 
of the landlord class, elected on a fancy 
franchise, and that the Chairman is, as 
a general rule, nominated and elected 
by Justices of the Peace who are ez officio 
Guardians. The right hon. Gentleman 
informs my hon. Friend the Member for 
West Clare (Mr. Jordan) that there is 
nothing easier, if the majority of the 
Board are dissatisfied with any decision 
the Chairman may give, than to refrain 
from electing him again. Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware what the com- 

sition of a Board of Guardians really 
isin Ireland ? In the first place, you have 
half the Board composed of ex officio 
Guardians, who are magistrates, mostly 
resident within the Unions of which 
they are Guardians. They are the 
highest rated Justices in the Union, 
and are nominated by the Clerks. 
Those men are landlords and their 
co consequently, nothing like fair- 
play can be expected from them. In 
the next place, the landlords exercise an 
enormous power at the annual Elections 
by means of their proxy votes. As 
a matter of fact, when a Board 
holds its first meeting more than one 
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nominated without a single ratepayer 
having had a voice in the nomination. 
It will, therefore, be seen that they are 
able, almost in all cases, to elect their 
own Chairman, and as a general rule the 
Chairman is a political partizan, placed 
in that position for the purpose of pre- 
venting Guardians of Nationalist sym- 
— who represent the ratepayers, 
rom expressing opinions which do not 
coincide with their own. It is the land- 
lords who place the Chairman in that 
position on the 25th of March every 
year, and it will be found that they pay 
no attention to the business of the Board 
until the 25th of March following. 
They permit the work of the Union to 
be carried on by the representatives of 
the ratepayers, unless there is some job 
to be effected, upon which special occa- 
sions they are whipped up. The rate- 
payers in Ireland have not the slightest 
control over the action of the Chairman 
of the Board of Guardians, and they 
have very little influence, practically 
speaking, in the administration of the 
Poor Law itself, owing to the system of 
nomination and election which prevails. 
Nothing can be more absurd than to 
impute to hon. Gentlemen on these 
Benches that they are pressing the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary to 
exercise his authority, as Chairman of 
the Local Government Board, in order to 
interfere unduly with local representa- 
tion. The members of the Poor Law 
Board are in no sense of the word the 
representatives of the local ratepayers. 
We do not ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to exercise his authority in an unfair or 
an arbitrary manner. All we ask is that 
he will compel the Local Government 
Board to see that the law is administered 
in the spirit in which it was intended to 
be administered. All we wish the Local 
Government Board to do is to observe 
the minutes and proceedings of the 
Boards of Guardians, and if they find 
that any illegality has been committed 
by the Chairman of a Board, or any- 
one else, at once to take notice of it, and 
write to the Board, and have any illegal 
decision reversed. Thatis all we ask of 
the right hon. Gentleman; and as to the 
emoval of the Chairman, surely it is nor 
argument that if no Chairman has yet 
been removed by a sealed order, that 
course should not be commenced now. 
If Mr. Payne, the Chairman of the 
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Bantry Board of Guardians, persists in 
acting contrary to the law, I do not see 
why the Local Government Board ought 
not to step in and use their authority. 
The reading of notices of eviction at the 
meetings vf Boards of Guardians is cer- 
tainly a matter of serious consequence, 
because, under the law, the relieving 
officer is compelled to be on the spot 
when an eviction takes place. How is 
the relieving officer to be on the spot, or 
how is he to be directed by the Board of 
Guardians as to the steps he ought to 
take with regard to the relief of an un- 
fortunate family who may be east on the 
roadside, unless public notice is given at 
the Board that the evictions are about 
to be carried out? It is said that in the 
coming winter the landlords intend to 
evict by wholesale, and surely the matter 
is one of vital and urgent importance. 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman to give 
his serious attention to this question of 
evictions in Ireland, and to the manner 
in which Chairmen of Boards of Guar- 
dians may deal with eviction notices. 
There is another matter which I also 
desire to bring under the notice of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and it is 
one with which I believe he is per- 
sonally acquainted. He was a Member 
of the Royal Commission of 1878 
which inquired into the operation of the 
Poor Law in Ireland. At that time it 
was hoped that the result of the inquiry 
would be to secure lunatic paupers from 
the treatment to which they had pre- 
viously been subjected, and that a sepa- 
rate establishment in each county would 
be set aside in which they would receive 
proper care and attention. The present 
system in Ireland in this respect is pro- 
bably the greatest blot upon the whole 
Poor Law administration of the country, 
because, mainly on account of the 
helplessness of these unfortunate indi- 
viduals, who are unable to do anything 
for themselves, they are absolutely at the 
mercy of the Board of Guardians and 
the people the Board employ to look 
after them. I am quite aware that many 
Guardians in Ireland would do some- 
thing to alleviate the sufferings of these 
unfortunate people; but they are afraid 
of the ratepayers, and the majority of 
them are not inclined to lend a willing 
ear to any story of what goes on in the 
lunatic wards. The result is that hun- 
dreds of these unhappy people are 
huddled together in the workhouses, two 
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or three in a bed, without any proper. 
medical treatment, or skilled nurses to 
take charge of them. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: I am. afraid that 
the hon. Member is travelling beyond 
the question before the Committee. The 

Government Board have nothiag 
to do with the arrangements which the 
hon. Gentleman is condemning. 

Mr. DEASY: The Local Govern- 
ment Board reports upon the state of 
things that exists in the workhouses, 
and their Inspectors have to visit the 
workhouses, and to make frequent Re- 
ports to the Board itself as to the condi- 
tion of these pauper lunatics. More- 
over, a Royal Commission was appointed 
for the purpose of inquiring into and 
reporting upon that, among other ques- 
tions. The subject was raised on the 
discussion of this Vote last year, and 
also the year before, and I would there- 
fore submit that I am perfectly in Order 
in raising it now. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not know 
what may have happened in a former 

ear. The hon. Member is irregular, 

ecause the Local Government Board 
are in no way responsible for the state 
of things which may exist in the work- 
houses. 

Mr. DEASY : The Local Government 
Board have to sanction the appointment 
of medical officers, and have control over 
the workhouses, and, therefore, I ven- 
ture to submit that Iam quite entitled 
to go into the question. 

Tne CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is not entitled to continue his re- 
marks. 

Mr. DEASY: May I go into the ques- 
tion of the medical officers ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: No. 

Mr. DEASY: I am very sorry that I 
am not at liberty to pursue the subject 
further. It was one to which I wished 
particularly to draw the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary, and I will take care thaton the first 
opportunity which is afforded I will bring 
the matter under the notice of the Govern- 
ment, particularly on account of the fact 
that the right hon. Gentleman himself is 
very well acquainted with the subject. 
With reference to the Auditorsof the Local 
Government Board, that is also a matter 
which has been brought under the notice 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Even in 
the present Session one or two Questions 
were put upon the subject, and the whole 
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matter was gone into completely on a 
former occasion. I have no doubt that 
it was brought under the notice of the 
right hon. Gentleman when, some years 
ago, he occupied the same position he 
now occupies inconnection with the Irish 
Office. It appears to me to be an insult 
to Magistrates and Justices of the Peace 
sitting at Petty Sessions that they should 
be called upon simply to register the 
decrees of the Auditor. This is the 
modus operandi. The Auditor objects to 
some amount which may have been voted 
away for some purpose or other, and for 
which special authority may not be given 
by Act of Parliament. The Auditor 
writes a certificate which has the effect 
of surcharging the Guardians who may 
have signed thecheque, and the certificate 
goes down to the Petty Sessions to be 
endorsed ; but the magistrates have no 
power to enter into the facts of the case, 
and they are simply bound by Act of 
Parliament to issue a decree against the 
Guardians. This, I maintain, is an insult 
to the intelligence of the magistrates. 
I do not know why they should merely 
sit upon the Bench for the purpose of 
registering the decisions already arrived 
at by the Local Government Board 
Auditor, or by any other persons. They 
are precluded from taking any evidence 
whatever upon the merits of the case, 
and they are obliged to register a decree 
against the individuals who may have 
signed the cheque. The Irish Members 
have asked, on more than one occa- 
sion, that this injustice should be 
remedied—that evidence may be taken 
by the magistrates, and in case their 
decision is adverse that the defend- 
ants may appeal to the Court of the 
Quarter Sessions. We had a distinct 
pledge from Mr. Trevelyan, when he 
was Chief Secretary some two years ago, 
that this grievance should be remedied ; 
but since then nothing has been done 
in the matter. We are very frequently 
told that the Irish Members have only 
to open out some specific grievance 
which they desire to have remedied, and 
that they have only to give an intima- 
tion of their wishes to the Government, in 
order to secure that the law in some par- 
ticular direction shall be altered forth- 
with. Now, hereis a matter which has 
attracted considerable attention in Ire- 
land ; it has been made a special matter 
of debate; but although attention has 
been drawn to it, year after year, for a 
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number of years, no attempt has been 
made by any Government to remedy it, 
although it is a source of considerable 
irritation. I may add that the change 
we desire could easily be effected in a 
short Bill of one or two clauses, and I 
do not think that any opposition would 
be raised to it in any quarter of the 
House. I wish also to draw attention to 
another matter, in reference to which a 
Question was asked a few evenings ago 
—namely, the appointment of Inspectors 
under the Explosives Act. One of the 
recent Orders of the Lord Lieutenant 
made an alteration in regard to the ap- 
pointment of these officials, and the 
appointment itself is vested in the hands 
of the Local Justices. Formerly, it was 
the practice when a vacancy occurred to 
give the appointment to a member of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, who, cer- 
tainly, are better qualified persons than 
any others to carry out the duties of the 
office. Under the present system, how- 
ever, the Local Justices come together 
when there is a vacancy, and they give 
the appointment to one of their friends, 
at the same time naming the salary. It 
does not matter whether they fix the 
salary at £10 or £1,000, the Board of 
Guardians are obliged to pay it. Acer- 
tificate is issued every six months to 
the treasurer of the Board of Guar- 
dians, making a demand for any sum 
the magistrates choose to name as 
the salary of the Inspector, which the 
treasurer must pay. What I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to do is to make 
it compulsory on the magistrates of Petty 
Sessions to abolish the office of Inspector 
of Explosives as it at present exists, and 
to give the appointment to some member 
of the Police Force, who will carry out 
the duties more efficiently, while the 
expense would be disbursed by a dif- 
ferent body from that which pays the 
Inspectors at present. I may add that 
the matter is one which has given rise 
to some dissatisfaction among the Boards 
of Guardians. I do not think it is 
necessary that I should detain the Com- 
mittee longer; but I trust the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary will 
= his best attention to the few points 

have ventured to bring under his 
notice, which are really of much conse- 
quence to the Irish people. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Oo., N.): The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary spoke of an inconsistency in the 
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complaints of hon. Members on this 
side of the House with re to the 
Local Government Board. He said that 
one hon. Gentleman complained that the 
Local Government Board interfered too 
much with the action of Boards of 
Guardians, and that another hon. Gentle- 
man complained that they had not inter- 
fered enough. Why, that is precisely 
our complaint—namely, that it all de- 
pends upon the composition of the Board 
of Guardians—whether the Board is a 
Tory Board or a Nationalist Board— 
whether there is too much or too little 
interference. On the one hand, if it is 
a Tory Board, the Local Government 
Board keeps its hands off; whereas if, 
on the other hand, it is a Board that 
represents the popular Party, we have 
the Local Government Board down on 
it like a shot. The right hon. Gentle- 
man charged us also with another incon- 
sistency—namely, in demanding an ex- 
tension of local self-government in Ire- 
land, and in the same breath objecting 
to the present system of local govern- 
ment in that country. But, Sir, we in- 
dignantly deny altogether that the sys- 
tem which now exists in Ireland is a 
real system of local representative go- 
vernment. On the contrary, it is a 
system of government by Dublin Castle. 
In the first place, the Boards of Guar- 
dians themselves are composed one-half 
of ex officio members, and the mode in 
which the election of the representative 
Guardians is conducted is of such a 
character that it is “impossible almost 
anywhere to secure the return of Na- 
tionalist representatives in proportion to 
the number of Nationalist ratepayers. 
A landlord can have as many as 36 
votes, whereas the overwhelming ma- 
jority of the ratepayers have only one 
vote each. In the next place, this 
Local Government Board is a nominated 
body entirely beyond the control of the 
representatives of the people. In this 
state of things it is simply preposterous 
to pretend for a moment that we are 
are inconsistent in expressing our de- 
sire for the extension of local govern- 
ment in Ireland, and in then finding 
fault with an imitation of the reality of 
this sort. I trust we shall hear no more 
of these taunts. I wish now to draw 
the attention of the right hon. Baronet 
to the fact that there are some officials 
connected with the Local Government 
Board in Ireland who are engaged in 
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offices connected with very questionable 
speculations. I find, from a letter I 
have recently received, that Mr. R. 
Jephson, Auditor of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Dublin, was formerly a 
Director of the National Discount Com- 
y, which recently ‘‘ came to smash.” 
t was, in fact, something very like a 
a and it is noterious, in Dublin, 
that a great many le have been the 
dupes of the Directors of that Company, 
and have had their private fortunes 
utterly ruined. LIentertain not the least 
doubt in the world that many people 
were induced to invest money in this 
concern from the fact that they saw 
upon the Board of Directors persons 
like Mr. Jephson, a Government official. 
I want an assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman that Government officials in 
Ireland, in future, shall be prevented, 
by express direction, from taking any 
part whatever in speculations of this 
kind, which, to say the least, are very 
questionable undertakings, and calcu- 
lated, most of them, to end in financial 
disaster. There is another matter, not 
connected with any point which has 
already been touched upon. I wish to 
direct attention to the Rules laid down 
by the Local Government Board with 
regard to the copying of the rate books 
for the purpose of the registration of 
Parliamentary voters. This is a very 
important matter. The present Rule 
is that no person except a ratepayer 
can go into the Board Room and see 
a copy of the rate books of the Union. 
That Rule works in this way—when 
the majority of the Board of Guar- 
dians consists of landlords or Tories, any 
Nationalist Organization which is estab- 
lished for the purpose of revising the 
list of voters is absolutely prevented 
from, or has great difficulty thrown in 
its way in, getting a copy of the rate 
books. Anyone who is acquainted 
with the registration of voters in Ire- 
land, will know that no Registration 
Society can go to work efficiently with- 
out having a copy of the rate books 
before it. That is the basis of its opera- 
tions. Now, let me mention a case 
illustrative of the state of things of 
which I complain. It has been re- 
orted in a Dublin paper, within the 
ast few days, that in a Union in a 
Division of South Tyrone, the Nation- 
alist Registration Society wanted to copy 
the rate books for the purpose of 
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coming revision. The Olerk of the Union 
and the Guardians, all of whom I believe 
are Orangemen—at any rate, all of them 
are Tories—objected to let anyone look 
at the rate books except a ratepayer. 
Consequently, a ratepayer did attend 
with a clerk in order to perform this 
work, but the clerk was not allowed 
to work, although he was accompanied 
by a ratepayer; and at last the ex- 
pedient resorted to as the only one pos- 
sible under the circumstances was to get 
a sufficient number of ratepayers to go 
to the Board Room—I believe they 
numbered seven—and to sit down there 
and copy the books. It is said that 
they were occupied, for several weeks, 
from 10 o’clock in the morning until 6 
in the evening in performing the task. 
Now, a case like this shows that this 
Rule is enforced in Ireland for partizan 
ends; and I have not the slightest 
hesitation in saying that if it is con- 
tinued to be so enforced, it will lead, 
and I think it ought to lead, to retaliation 
in places where the Nationalists are in 
a majority. Oecertainly, if the right hon. 
Gentleman does not consent to alter 
this Rule, I at least would suggest 
that for every instance in which a Tory 
Board of Guardians throws obstacles in 
the way of a Nationalist Registration 
Society copying the rate books, the 
Nationalists in some other district in 
which they are in a majority should 
interpose similar obstacles in the way of 
the Conservative Party. I believe that 
the adoption of a system of retaliation of 
that kind would soon bring about an 
alteration in the Rule. What I would 
suggest, is this, that wherever there is 
a recognized Registration Society, what- 
ever be its political complexion, its 
agents should be allowed to copy the 
rate books in the same manner as rate- 
payers are at present. This is the 
practice at Ba oneg in Dublin, though in 
the South Dublin Union, where the ma- 
jority is Tory and Orange, and where 
the Clerk is a notorious partizan of the 
Tory Party, I am sorry to say that, in the 
interests of the Conservatives, the offi- 
cials have been in the habit of placing 
very considerable difficulty in the way 
of the inspection of the rate books, by 
the Nationalist agents. I would repeat 
my suggestion to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he should so alter the Rule 
about copying the rate books as to la 

down that the agent of any recognize 
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Registration Society shall be entitled 
to copy the rate books at all convenient 
times. I do not see that there can be 
the least objection to that; and I can 
again assure the right hon. Gentleman, 
and I tell the Committee, that if this 
alteration is not made, and if the Boards 
of Guardians in the North of Ireland 
continue the tactics they have hitherto 
pursued, by the foul means I have 
referred to of preventing Nationalist 
agents from obtaining copies of the 
rate books, the time will soon come 
when there will be a system of retalia- 
tion throughout the rest of Ireland. 
Cotonet NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
wish to bring before the attention of 
the Committee the subject which is 
alluded to on page 11 of the last Report 
of the Local Government Board, some- 
what briefly, I admit, but it is also 
referred to on page 155—I refer to 
the collection of the advances for seeds 
which are collected under the authority 
of the Local Government Board. I 
asked a Question upon the subject a 
short time ago, and perhaps I may be 
allowed to recapitulate briefly the facts 
of the case for the information of the 
Committee. A sum of £594,000 was 
advanced in the year 1880, by the Con- 
servative Government, for the purchase 
of potato seeds. It was one of the best 
things the Conservative Government 
ever did in connection with Ireland. 
The money was originally proposed to 
be advanced only for the purchase of 
potato seed ; but as the Bill went on the 
advance was extended also for the pur- 
chase of other seeds as well as potatoes, 
such as oats and corn pac fet “3 Tn 
Committee on the Bill, it was provided 
that the money should not only be ad- 
vanced to tenants, but that it should 
be lent to anyone else provided that 
od security was given. Out of the 
594,000 advanced, there ie now only a 
sum of £37,000 outstanding, and that is 
due from certain Unions. It is to this 
balance I wish to call the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
cretary. Some of the Unions found it 
very hard to make up their share of the 
interest on the outstanding debt, and 
there was great dissatisfaction on the 
part of the tenants and others with the 
way in which the money had been 
advanced. A good deal of the money 
had been advanced to persons who were 
not tenants, on the system of con acre— 
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that is to say, that somebody lets out the 
land, and some other person who is not 
the tenant sows it with seed; very often 
the manure is supplied by the man who 
lets out the land; but it is very difficult 
to collect the money which has been paid 
in the shape of advances where the 
advances has been made to persons who 
were not the tenants. Out of the out- 
standing balance of £37,000 there is 
clearly a considerable sum of money 
which is not collectable by the Unions, 
and they will not be able to pay the 
whole of the balance. As I have stated, 
there is only this small sum of £37,000 
due out of the original amount advanced, 
and one reason why the balance has not 
been collected is the action of the Local 
Government Board themselves. When 
the Bill was before Parliament, the 
Local Government Board sent out a 
Circular stating that seed would only be 
given for a quarter of an acre of potatoes. 
Afterwards they altered the limit and 
extended it to an acre, which was a con- 
siderable change—namely, 4 to 1. The 
Local Government Board, in reply to a 
letter from me, explained the circum- 
stances; but it is not necessary that I 
should enter into them now. At any 
rate, they refrained from issuing a second 
Circular until the Act had passed the 
House of Commons. It was altogether 
a mistake to issue the first Circular at 
all, but even a greater mistake to refuse 
to issue a second until the Act passed. 
The consequence was that Boards of 
Guardians were left in a state of extreme 
uncertainty as to the amount they might 
advance, and nothing was done until 
the moment arrived for supplying the 
seed. The Clerks of the various Unions 
then found themselves quite unequal to 
the sudden opening of 8,000 or 10,000 
fresh accounts, and I believe that a great 
many Unions in England would, under 
the circumstances, have found them- 
selves similarly situated. Many of the 

ersons who applied for advances were 
illiterate, and unable to even write their 
names. The result was that considerable 
confusion was introduced into some of 
the accounts, and it has been very 
difficult indeed to recover some of the 
small debts which were incurred at that 
time. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I fail to see how 
the hon, and gallant Member connects 
this subject with the Vote of the Local 
Government Board. 
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Oorone NOLAN: I was anxious to 
spare the time of the Committee ; but if 
it is considered necessary, I will read 
the whole of the correspondence of the 
Local Government Board on the subject. 

Tar CHAIRMAN: As I understand 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman, he is 
about to urge a claim for the remission 
of the balance of the debt. If that is 
the object of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man, it is not a question connected with 
the Local Government Board, and cannot 
be discussed on this Estimate. 

Coronet NOLAN;; I do not intend to 
urge the remission of the whole debt, 
but only a portion of it. I will, however, 
studiously leave out that part of the 
matter, and put the question in another 
form either to morrow or some other 
day, I wish, however, to add that the 
question is one of very considerable im- 
portance, and that it is referred to ia the 
Report of the Local Government Board. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. and gallant Member to show how 
he can connect the matter with the Vote 
now under discussion. 

Corone, NOLAN: Perhaps you will 
allow me to read some of the corre- 
spondence under the head of loans in 
connection with the seed vapprie? by 
the Local Government Board. The 
Local Government Board called atten- 
tion to the collection of the debt and the 
necessity of watching how it is collected, 
and in their Report they go on to say— 


‘The collection still proceeds on the whole 
satisfactory. ‘The sum advan to Boards 
of Guardians in 1880 was £598,306; of this 
sum £496,685 were paid up on the 3lst of 
March, 1885, leaving a balance of £101,621 
due at that date. The last instalment of the 
debt will not become due until next year.” 


On page 155 of the Report of the Local 
Government Board there is a letter from 
the Lords’ Commissioners of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Treasury to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in which the Treasury agrees 
to reduce the balance of £101,000 to 
£37,000. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I do not see that 
the extract which the hon, and gallant 
Gentleman has read brings this subject 
in any connection with the Vote. It 
is true that the loan was originally 
administered under the supervision of 
the Local Government Board, who are 
still charged with the collection of 
the balance due; but the hon. and 
gallant Member is not pointing to any 
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difficulty raised by the Local Govern- 


ment Board, nor is he making any cri- 
ticism upon their action. 

Cotonet NOLAN: I will endeavour, 
Sir, to follow your ruling. Of course, 
the subject is one which divides itself 
into a good many branches. I was 
anxious to point out to the Committee 
that some of the difficulties connected 
with the collection of this debt are ex- 
clusively due to the want of action on 
the part of the Local Government Board. 
In the first place, the great difficulty in 
collecting the debt has arisen on ac- 
count of legal circumstances, and those 
legal circumstances I think ought to be 
met by some definite action on the 
part of the Local Government Board, 
who ought to supply the Boards of Guar- 
dians with the best legal advice. One 
difficulty in collecting the balance has 
arisen from the decision of the magis- 
trates in Petty Sessions. They refuse 
to put the law in motion, and, among 
other reasons, they say that the debt 
has lapsed on account of the length of 
time that has elapsed since the advances 
were made. Now, in that matter, I 
think the magistrates are wrong; and I 
am of opinion that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should supply them with 
sound legal advice so as to enable them 
to get over the difficulty. At present, 
when we go tothe Petty Sessions, the case 
is remitted to the Court of Quarter Ses- 
sions, and what does the Uhairman do 
there? He says—‘‘It is all very well 
for the Petty Sessions to take any action 
it pleases; it is only an informal Court, 
and it requires no formal proof of de- 
livery. We do require formal proof 
of delivery.” That is a difficulty which 
I maintain the Local Government Board 
ought to show us how to surmount. A 
large number of persons were supplied 
with seed potatoes; but there are now 
legal difficulties in the way of recovery 
in which I think the Guardians are en- 
titled to assistance from the Local Go- 
vernment Board. It certainly will be 
impossible for the Guardians to collect 
the outstanding debts unless they get a 
large amount of assistance from the 
Local Government Board, assistance 
which, I am sorry to say, they have not 
been able to get up to the present mo- 
ment. So long as we are dealing with 
bond fide people, and moderately well-off 
people, is no difficulty in obtain- 
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Tam sorry to say that in Ireland, unless 
accounts of this nature are collected re- 
gularly, there are a certain number of 
people who will not pay. Another dif- 
ficulty in connection with the Local Go- 
vernment Board ought to be pointed out 
to the Chief Secretary—namely, that the 
Local Government Board are in the 
habit of sending out their Inspectors ; 
but I do not see that the services of the 
Inspectors are of any considerable value 
in any of the Unions. In most Unions 
there are five or six Guardians who 
attend pretty regularly to the business; 
and in the case of such well-managed 
Unions there is very little to complainof. 
The Inspectors I have known have never 
been the slightest hindrance to the Guar- 
dians whom I have been connected with. 
I have never known them to be objec- 
tionable. There is new work for the 
Inspectors. They might be asked to 
look into the accounts and see what part 
of the debts are recoverable and what are 
not. Thisis a matter that might well 
be gone into; and, if not out of Order in 
doing so, I would ask that the Inspectors 
should find out which of the debts are 
recoverable and which are not, and that 
they should recommend that those which 
are not recoverable should be remitted. 
I think they should report to the Local 
Government Board, and give full infor- 
mation on this matter. Then there isa 
point raised with reference to the seed 
rate that merits the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland. Chief Secretaries get 
so much taken up with matters affecting 
the police and with exciting political 
questions, that they are sometimes un- 
able to attend to the material develop- 
ment of thecountry. Well, but it is the 
want of this material development which 
throws the country into a state of dis- 
turbance, and which doubles the duty 
of Chief Secretaries in connestion with 
police work. I think if the right hon. 
Gentleman who at present occupies the 
position of Chief Secretary would devote 
a greater part of his time to these eco- 
nomic questions and to the material de- 
velopment of the country, he would very 
soon find that there would not be so 
much police work to deal with. I would 
point out the difficulty he gets into as 
to the seed rate. It is not a large sum, 
but it has to be collected with the poor 
rate, and the collector cannot receive 


ing the interest upon the advances; but | the poor rate unless he receives the seed 


The Chairman 











529 


Supply— Civil 


rate too. That, if not an altogether 
universal rule, is, at any rate, the rule 
in the great majority of Unions. The 
consequence is that some of the poor 
rates are getting into arrear owing to 
the seed rate not being collected in 
certain instances ; and it certainly seems 
to me that the right hon. Gentleman 
should direct the Local Government 
Board to settle up this question of the 
seed rate. Some resolution will have to 
be arrived at upon it next year. The 
account cannot be kept hanging on for 
ever, though it is not of a very consider- 
able amount, except in some 10 or 20 
Unions of Ireland. Unless the Govern- 
ment obtain proper Reports from the 
Local Government Board as to what 

art of the rates are recoverable, they 
will not be able to find out a satisfactory 
remedy ; but if all the necessary infor- 
mation is obtained for them, I think the 
right hon. Gentleman will be able to 
discover a means by which he will find 
it in his power to remove a large part of 
the standing debt, and not leave more 
than 4 per cent, probably not leave 
more than 3 per cent, of the whole 
amount now due as the loss to be borne 
by the Treasury. This is a question of 
great importance —of particular im- 

ortance to 15 or 20 of the Boards of 

uardians in Ireland. You cannot have 
the thing well managed unless you go 
into this matter. I certainly think if the 
Chief Secretary would look into this by 
next year, he would be able to brin 
about a settlement of the business, an 
enable a good many Unions to get their 
accounts into proper order. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.) ; 
The hon. Member for North Dublin 
(Mr. Clancy), in the observations he 
made as to the administration in Ire- 
land, reviewed the conduct of several 
gentlemen in connection with the Poor 
Law Guardians. He brought forward 
a specific charge against the Clerk of 
a Poor Law Union in the county I re- 
side in in reference to the revision of 
the list of voters. Well, I myself am 
very deeply interested in the list and 
the revision to which the hon. Gentle- 
man alluded. The hon. Member com- 
plained that owing to the fact that the 
Board of Guardians were mainly Tories, 
and also principally of that most objec- 
tionablé class of Tories--namely, Orange- 
men; and owing to the fact that 
Clerk of the Union was a partizan, and 
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devoted to the political interests of the. 
i 4 opposed to that to which the hon. 
Gentleman belongs, I say he complained 
that justice was denied to the agents of 
the Nationalist Party in connection with 
the inspection of the rate books. Now, 
I was very much interested in the revi- 
sion of the lists, and though I was inte- 
rested on behalf of the Tory Party, and 
although I could command the influence 
of the Orange Party, I also was refused 
the facilities which were refused to the 
Nationalist agents. Mr. Oxanoy: 
What year was that in?] I am talking 
of the present year. The hon. Member 
impugned the conduct of the Clerk of 
this Union, accusing him of partiality. 
Now, I am not prepared, at the present 
moment, to say whether or not the Clerk 
of the Union in question has in any way 
departed this year from the conduct he 
laid down last year; but I would like to 
remind the hon. Member that there is a 
perfectly simple way by which he could 
obtain the information he wants without 
applying to the Clerk of the Union for 
the information afforded by the rate 
book, which book the hon. Member says 
it is so necessary for the agents of his 
Party to inspect. On application to the 
Registrar General’s Office in Dublin he 
could have obtained, as I obtained last 
year, a complete copy of the rate book 
with the latest alterations. It only re- 
quires the expenditure of a small sum 
of money, and I am not led to believe 
that there was any lack of funds at the 
disposal of the Party the hon. Gentle- 
man is associated with in connection with 
the revision in South Tyrone last year. 
I am disposed, myself, to agree with 
what the hon. Gentleman has said as to 
further facilities being given for the in- 
spection of the rate book to properly 
constituted agents representing the dif- 
ferent Parties in Ireland. I am not dis- 
posed to disagree with him in that mat- 
ter, and I think that in all probability 
neither the administration of the Poor 
Law nor the Public Service would be in 
any way hindered by the Clerks of the 


Unions being permitted, as they are not 


at present, to allow the rate books of 
the Union to be investigated by proper] 

authorized agents belonging to bot 

Parties. I do not dispute with the hon. 
Member on that point; but I would 
point out that neither he nor his friends 
in any part of Ireland are precluded by 


the action of the Clerks to the Poor Law 
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Unions, whether that action is partial or 
impartial, from obtaining elsewhere the 
information they desire to obtain from 
the rate books. [Mr. Crancy: I gave 
a specific instance.] I maintain that 
the a Member can obtain identically 
the same information from an Office in 
Dublin by the expenditure of no great 
amount of money, or no more than would 
certainly have to be expended in securing 
the information if it were to be obtained 
through the Clerks of the Unions from 
the rate books. During the discussion 
which has taken place hon. Gentlemen 
opposite have impugned the action of 
the Chairmen of the Boards of Guardians 
in Ireland, and, generally speaking, the 
action of all the Boards of Guardians, 
the majority of the members of which 
hold views which are not in accordance 
with those of hon. Gentlemen below the 
Gangway opposite. They have treated 
the subject as though the ex oficto Guar- 
dians were in no way interested in the 
well-being of the Union. 

THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gen- 
tleman is not entitled to go fully into 
the question of the conduct of Boards of 
Guardians. He is only entitled to dis- 
cuss these matters so far as they are 
connected with the action of the Irish 
Local Government Board. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : I regret that I 
have overstepped the limits of the de- 
bate. I wish to allude to an interrup- 
tion which took place while the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland was speaking with regard to the 
conduct of Boards of Guardians. An 
hon. Member on the opposite side of the 
House pointed out that the Local Go- 
vernment Board of Ireland was pre- 
eluded from influencing, or was not able 
to influence, the conduct of Chairmen of 
Boards of Guardians, and that the rate- 
te were not able to influence them, 

ecause these gentlemen were, as a rule, 
elected by voters who had no interest in 
the Poor Law. Now,I wish to point 
out that the ex officio Guardians of Ire- 
land have as large an interest as any 
other portion of the electorate in the 
conduet of the Boards. It is impossible 
to enppoes that a Chairman who has the 
confidence of a Board would be per- 
mitted to continue in his office unless he 
retained that confidence with regard to 
all his action during the year. The ex 
oficic Guardians, to whom hon. Gentle- 
men on the other side of the House ob- 
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ject so much, contribute by far the 
greater proportion of the poor rate in 
Treland. 

Mr. HANDEL COSSHAM (Bristol, 
E.) : I have listened to the debate which 
has been going on now for some time, 
and especially to the opening remarks 
which were made in reference to the 
general administration of the Local Go- 
vernment Board. The objectionable 
features pointed out in that administra- 
tion are not solely to be found in the 
Department as it affects Ireland, but 
they apply also to the case of England. 
The same blots which exist in the ad- 
ministration of the Local Government 
Board, and which have been pointed 
out to the Committee, exist also in re- 
ference to England. I think the subject 
would, perhaps, come up better on the 

al Government Question generally, 
whenever that comes on. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gen- 
tleman is not entitled to go into that 
subject now. 

Mr. HANDEL COSSHAM: I was 
going to deal with the fact incidentally 
and say that when the question comes 
up there are two points which have been 
brought under discussion this morning 
which I think will have to be dealt with. 
First of all—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I have told the 
hon. Member that these remarks are 
irregular. 

Mr. HANDEL COSSHAM: Then I 
will not go on with them; but I would 
say that the questions of ex officio Guar- 
dians and the cumulative vote are mat- 
ters 

Corone. KING-HARMAN (Kent, 
Isle of Thanet): I rise to Order. I 
wish to know if the hon. Gentleman has 
any right to go into this question of the 
election of Boards of Guardians after 
your ruling, Mr. Courtney ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I haye already 
told the hon. Member that he is not in 
Order. 

Mr, HANDEL COSSHAM: I thought 
the Committee did deal with that sub- 
ject this morning ; but I will not ques- 
tion your ruling, Sir. I wish to see 
some change made in the mode by 
which Guardians are appointed. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gen- 
tleman is quite irregular. 

Mr. HANDEL COSSHAM: All I 
wanted to say was this, that the choice of 
Guardians in Ireland: should rest with 
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have the confidence of the a That 
result would be obtained by doing 
away with the cumulative vote and—— 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I must take notice 
of the hon. Member’s continued irrele- 
vane and ask him to discontinue his 
speech. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.): 
Some of the points which have been 
raised in the course of this debate may 
appear to some hon. Members to be 
trifling, and of very little value; but I 
can assure them that to us and to the 
Poor Law Guardians of Ireland, and 
also to the ratepayers, a great deal de- 
pends upon the careful consideration of 
some of the points which have been 
raised. That point of the appointment 
of Inspectors under the Explosives Act 
is one to which I should wish to call the 
serious attention of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
At present the system{prevailing is this— 
the Justices assemble at Petty Sessions 
and appoint these Inspectors. In these 
appointments the ratepayers of the 
Petty Sessional Districts have no voice 
whatever. These gentlemen are ap- 
pointed by the Justices, and, in due 
course, are presented, and the Guar- 
dians* have no option but to accept 
them. The cheque for their salaries is 
presented to the treasurer and cashed as 
a matter of course. Now, we maintain 
that the duties under the Explosives 
Act could be far more efficiently per- 
formed—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I do not perceive 
the connection between the hon. Mem- 
ber’s observations and the Local Govern- 
ment Board of Ireland. I know the 
subject was gone into at some length 
by previous speakers; but I could not 
then see any connection between it and 
the Local Government Board. 

Mr. P. J. POWER: I bow to your 
ruling, Sir; but I certainly did imagine 
that the subject came under this Vote. 
However, I will not persist in these ob- 
servations, because I believe that in 
consequence of what fell from the hon. 
Member for West Mayo (Mr. Deasy) the 
matter will receive the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland. There is another 
matter connected with the Poor Law 
Board, which I think the right hon. 
Gentleman would do well to turn his 
serious attention to, and that is the 
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classification of pau in particular 
Unions. We mic este that, accordi 

to law, the children should be separa’ 

from the ordinary inmates. That is a 
rule with which most hon. Gentlemen 
will agree, as it is one founded upon 
justice and humanity; but, unfortu- 
nately, in many of the Unions that regu- 
lation is not carried into effect, and you 
have in them poor children brought into 
contact with very questionable cha- 
racters. It is unnecessary for me to ex- 
plain to the Committee the injurious 
effect mixing with the adult pauper in- 
mates has on these children, and I hope 
sincerely that this matter will engage 
the serious attention of the right hon 
Gentleman. I am not allowed, I believe, 
by your ruling, Sir, to refer to the con- 
dition of pauper lunatics; but anyone 
who has any knowledge of the Unionsin 
Ireland, will know that that is a most 
serious question also with regard to the 
Irish Poor Law. The question of the 
Auditors is another matter which cer- 
tainly deserves the attention of the 
Leal Government Board and of the 
Committee. At present, the Poor Law 
Guardians, and particularly the Chairmen 
of the Guardians, are subject tothe whims 
of the Auditors for the time being, who 
may be sent round. We have little or 
no voice in appealing against their de- 
cisions, and we are altogether in their 
hands. It is a notorious fact, I am 
sorry to say, that the Local Government 
Board isa Board that does not possess 
the confidence of the Irish Peop e, and 
I think I may say that the Auditors 
that they send round to the different 
Unions are equally without the con- 
fidence of the Irish people. The Audi- 
tors are appointed by a Board which we 
look upon as a partizan Board, therefore 
the Auditors themselves are considered 
partizans. I wish to just mention a 
case which came under my own imme- 
diate attention with regard to these 
Auditors. I have had the misfortune to 
be surcharged in a couple of instances 
on the Board of the Union in which I re- 
side, and, perhaps, this statement may 
affect the right hon. Gentleman’s de- 
cision in the matter. My predecessor 
in the Chairmanship of the Waterford 
Board of Guardians was a staunch 


Conservative. Well, he was in the 
habit of signing cheques for certain 
payments, and one of the cheques it was’ 


customary for him to sign was for the 
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payment of £50 for school teachers 
attached to the Union. Whilst this 
oe cape yen a whom, by the way, I 
ave a great respect—was Chairman of 
the Union, the validity of these pay- 
ments was never called in question. 
was appointed as Chairman in 1882, 
and while these cheques came up for 
payment I signed them as a matter of 
course. Well, the next occasion on 
which the Auditor came round, I was 
surcharged £50. I thought it a very 
extraordinary thing that, seeing that 
these cheques were signed by my pre- 
decessor without objection, I should 
not be allowed to do as he had done. 
My predecessor was of the same opinion, 
in fact, that gentleman came down toa 
Board meeting and moved a resolution 
asking the Auditor of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to reconsider his decision, 
and another gentleman of high standing 
in the district seconded the pro- 
position. The matter went before 
the Local Government Board, and 
in due course this surcharge was re- 
stinded. We maintain that such a 
state of things should not exist, and 
that it should not be in the power of an 
Auditor to act in such an arbitrary 
manner. Had it not been that this 
gentleman, my predecessor, from a 
sense of duty came in and protested 
against this surcharge, I should have 
had the misfortune of being obliged to 
pay the amount in question. Now, Sir, 
there is no doubt that a great deal of 
friction does exist between the repre- 
sentatives of the people, the Poor Law 
Boards and the Local Government 
Boards. I think that everyone who takes 
an interest in the well-being of the Unions 
in Ireland, and in the well-being of the 
unfortunate inmates of the workhouses, 
would like to see that friction lessened, 
and a better feeling—a feeling of cordi- 
ality—existing between the elected re- 
resentatives of the ratepayers and the 
cal Government Board. We main- 
tain that the Government have a great 
deal of power in this matter, and that 
it would be possible for them to bring 
the Local Government Board into 
ater harmony with Boards of Guar- 
ians in Ireland than at present exists. 
I no not wish unnecessarily to rake up 
bygones; but as an instance of the un- 
. fortunate feeling that does exist be- 
tween the Poor Law Board and the 
popular representatives, I would ask the 
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right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland to go back a few years 
and look into the conduct of the Local 
Government Board in connection with 
some of their officers. We know that 


I | if the officers of the Local Government 


Board and of the Poor Law Guardians 
stand well with the Conservative Party, 
they are not much interfered with; but 
if, unfortunately, the doctors or other 
officers do not stand well with the 
Conservative Party, they have much to 
contend against, and their position is 
anything but a comfortable one. Tho 
instance to which I refer was the treat- 
ment which my hon. Friend the Member 
for one of the Divisions of Cork received 
some time since at the hands of the 
Local Government Board. I will not 
dwell at length upon the conduct adopted 
towards him; but I would say that 
merely because he happened to be a 
Nationalist in his political views, by 
most unwarrantable action on the part 
of the Local Government Board he was 
i a ey of his place under a sealed 
order of that Board. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I must point out 
to the hon. Member that the narration 
of this incident is irrelevant and out of 
Order. 

Mr. P. J. POWER: I will not pro- 
ceed with that. I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to endeavour to bring 
this Board, which is one of those alien 
Boards to which the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham (Mr. Chamber- 
lain) has so graphically referred in some 
of his ge geese into greater har- 
mony with the people. If he does, we 
shall find that the position of the Poor 
Law Guardians in regard to this Board 
will be improved, and we shall find that 
the position of the paupers of Ireland 
will also be tnmsovied, and that a better 
state of feeling will exist all round. In 
coneluding, I would seriousiy ask the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to the 

ints raised by the hon. Member for 

est Mayo (Mr. Deasy), and also to the 
most important state of things that exists 
in Ireland with regard to the classifica- 
tion of the inmates in the Unions; and 
I would also ask him seriously to give 
his attention to that matter of the In- 
spectors under the Explosives Act. It 
may not appear to be a very great ques- 
tion to the right hon. Gentleman; but 
I can assure him that every time the 
cheques for the payment of Inspectors 
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under this Act are brought up, they 

ive rise to a lengthened discussion. If 
the right hon. Gentleman will take the 
trouble to appoint officers of the Crown 
to perform the duties, all controversy 
will cease, and a better state of things 
will be brought about. 

Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I must 
confess that, to a great extent, I am 
bound to agree with the sentiments ex- 
pressed by the right hon. Baronet. I 
think it isa pity that Boards of Guar- 
dians in every part of Ireland should be 
turned into political arenas. I think 
that in every part of the country these 
Boards should be strictly confined to 
their legitimate functions; and I am 
compelled to bear this testimony to 
the work of Chairmen of Boards of 
Guardians in the North of Ireland, that 
they act very impartially and fairly. I 
have the honour to be a member of the 
Coleraine Board of Guardians, which is 
presided over by Sir Hervey Bruce, a 
gentleman who, although he holds 
strong political opinions, has—and I 
myself can bear testimony to the fact 
—always borne the balance fairly be- 
tween the two Parties on the Board. 
I cannot say the same with regard to 
the other ex officio Guardians. I know 
several cases in which questions have 
been decided by the majority of the 
elected Guardians, and, subsequently, an 
ex officio member of the Board, who is 
probably well known to many Members 
of this House—I allude to Dr. Traill— 
has brought up other ez officio members, 
some of them on crutches, some of them 
from their sick beds, and when by these 
tactics he succeeded in defeating the 
elected Guardians—by a majority of 
one—a mandate was received from the 
Local Government Board forbidding 
the re-opening of the question. The 
occasion which I have especially in my 
mind was the question of the super- 
annuation of a medical officer. his 
medical officer, previous to his resigna- 
tion, had accepted another appointment. 
I should say that some time previous to 
this a contest had taken place for the 
appointment of medical officer, the two 
candidates being one a Liberal and the 
other a Conservative. In the first place, the 
Liberal was elected. This was rather a 
disappointment to the friends of the 
Conservative doctor, and, in order that 
he might not retire from the neighbour- 
hood, the dispensary doctor retired in 
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order to create a vacancy for the dis- 
appointed candidate. The elected Guar- 
dians thought it unfair that this gen- 
tleman, who resigned in this obliging 
fashion, who hada large practice, who had 
also accepted another office, and who was 
in the prime of life, should be provided 
with a retiring allowance at the expense 
of the ratepayers. I agreed with that 
view, and on two occasions brought for- 
ward a resolution against the granting 
of this retiring allowance. We succeeded 
on these occasions in defeating Dr. Traill 
and the ex officio members of the Board ; 
but, as I said before, ex oficio members 
were brought from their sick beds, the 
question came up a third time for de- 
cision, and the two previous resolutions 
of the Board were reversed. The Local 
Government Board, in a very unfair 
manner, as soon as their friends won one 
single fight out of three, permitted no 
further action in the matter. With re- 
gard to Poor Law Inspectors, I quite 
agree with the remarks which have been 
submitted to the Committee. I think 
that, in connection with the majority of 
well-regulated Boards of Guardians, 
there is no necessity for Inspectors; 
but, at the same time, I must say that 
the Poor Law Board Inspectors have 
acted, as a whole, very fairly, when I 
consider the tremendous amount of out- 
side pressure brought to bear upon 
them. The pressure is all from the one 
side. It is not an unusual thing for the 
Inspector to take a week’s shooting 
with the Chairman of the Board. It is 
not an unusual thing for an Inspector to 
be the favoured guest of a Chairman. 
The elected members, of course, are not 
able to exercise these courtesies; there- 
fore, whenever the two interests clash, 
the decision of the Inspector is almost 
always unfriendly to the elected Guar- 
dians, and in favour of the ex offcio 
Guardians. As to the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Antrim (Mr. Macartney) that the greater 
portion of the rates is paid by the e 
officio Guardians, I totally deny it. The 
annual value of the property of one of 
the ex officio Guardians on the Coleraine 
Board did not exceed £20, whereas there 
are elected members on the Board hold- 
ing property of £200 valuation. As the 
law stands, if a man happens to be a 
magistrate within the radius of the 
Union, if the number of ex officio Guar- 
dians do not exceed the elected Guar- 
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dians, he would, of ity, have the 
right to siton the Board. Within the 
past 12 months a material change has 
taken place with regard to that. More 
attention has been paid to the interests 
of the people, and an influx of new and, 
I hope, more impartial magistrates has 
been added to the Magistracy. The 
official element on the different Boards 
is now not-—— 

Tus CHAIRMAN: The subject the 
hon. Member is now discussing I have 
already several times ruled to be wide 
of the question. 

Mr. PINKERTON: I was trying, 
Sir, to discuss the action of the Local 
Government Board in reference to the 
ex oficio Guardians. I thought it was 
necessary to my argument to show how 
the ex oficio element was constituted ; 
but I certainly bow to your ruling. 
Though I agree with many of the re- 
marks which have fallen from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, I am compelled to say that the 
Local Government Board of Ireland 
does not command the confidence of the 
people. It is not right that the action 
of the elected members should be set 
aside by an irresponsible Board in Dub- 
lin, who have no knowledge of local cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): I re- 
marked earlier in the debate that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland had dwelt on a point of 
some importance. On this side of the 
Committee we were condemning the 
Local Government Board, and I would 
draw the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman to the fact that under the 
Local Government Board, or any other 
form of government, the Local Bodies 
require to be suited to the condition of 
the majority of the people. I am very 
much in favour of local government, and 
would not like local government or local 
sentiment to be brought into collision 
with the national sentiment. My object 
in rising was to draw attention to some 
facts connected with the action of the 
Local Government Board in the town of 
Ballinasloe, where I reside, and they 
have reference not to Poor Law Boards, 
but to the Town Commissioners. The 
Town Commissioners are an elected body 
pure and simple. None of the objections 
that are brought against the Poor Law 
Boards can be brought against the Town 
Commissioners. There is an item for 
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Law; Expenses in ‘thie Vote. Well, on 
legal questions individual members of 
the Town Commissieners are very often 
at sea; and when they make inquiries 
of the Local Government Board, or when 
the Clerks to the Town Commissioners 
make these inquiries for them, the an- 
swers they receive are very often very 
unsatisfactory. I myself, though elected 
at the head of a list of st: opponents 
as Town Oommissioner in Ballinasloe, 
owing to the fact of my having removed 
from one house to another, found that a 
legal difficulty had arisen, and was in- 
formed by the Olerk to the Board—who 
was a strong Conservative in his ten- 
dencies—that I could not sit upon the 
Board without subjecting myself to a 
fine of £50. I asked him to communi- 
cate with the Local Government Board 
on the point. He did communicate 
with them; but they returned an un- 
satisfactory answer. They left the mat- 
ter precisely where they had found it. 
There is an item down here for Inspec- 
tors. I should like to know what these 
Inspectors do? We have in our town a 
gas-house where gas is manufactured. 
It is carried on by the Local Authority ; 
and I dare say it will surprise the Com- 
mittee to hear, and I dare say, also, it 
will surprise the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland to learn, 
that though Ballinasloe, as represented 
by its Commissioners, has expended a 
large amount of money on its gas-house, 
it has no lease whatever of the works, 
the Commissioners being merely tenants 
at will, and, being so placed, that it is 
possible for them to be cleared out to- 
morrow. 

Taz CHAIRMAN: I do not see any 
connection between the Local Govern- 
ment Board of Ireland and the subject 
to which the hon. Member is now re- 
ferring. 

Mr. HARRIS: Then I snall go to 
another point, Sir, as I do not wish to 
enter into a controversy with the Chair. 
After all, it is on general points that we 
wish to have reforms introduced. I put 
a Question in this House not long ago 
with regard to Colonel O’Hara, who is 
Auditor for our district. In auditing 
the accounts he passed over an item 
which, in my opinion, he should not 
have passed over—an item allowing the 
police of Ballinasloe to have gas with- 
out payment. I put a Question in this 
House with regard to it to the late Chief 
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Secretary for Ireland (Mr. John Morley), 
and the answer I received from the 
right hon. Gentleman was that it was 
optional for any taxpayer in the town 
to question this particular item. But it 
must be remembered that it is a very 
serious thing for a person living in a 
country town in Ireland to put himself 
in any way in opposition to the police 
force, and I maintain that it should be 
the duty of the Auditor to look at such 
an item as that and that it should be 
the duty of the Local Government Board, 
with their lawyers, and Inspectors, and 
auditors, and their whole machinery, to 
ut these things to rights, and not be 
eaving it to individuals to do work 
which publie bodies ought to under- 
take. Unquestionably, it should be the 
duty of public bodies to settle the rights 
of the public and the rights of public 
officials, and any difficulties which may 
arise between one public body and an- 
other. Now, Sir, I am very strong upon 
this point, because it is felt to be a very 
great grievance in the town of Balli- 
nasloe. We have the gas-houseandevery- 
thing connected with it on land of which 
we do not hold the lease, and then we 
have this system of giving free gas to the 
best paid body of men connected with 
the Public Service in Ireland—namely, 
the police. It is a great injustice that 
this unnecessary extravagance should 
exist in a town in which there are so 
many people in distress, and where there 
is such little employment to offer by way 
of relief. With regard to the Inspec- 
tors, I want to know if it comes within 
their duty to see that the law is carried 
out in regard to obtaining information 
with reference to the back-yards in the 
poorer districts of the town? I contend 
that the whole Local Government Board 
system of inspection as established in 
connection with Dublin Castle is a waste 
of public money. It is a machine es- 
tablished for the sake of giving ap- 
pointments, and not in the interests of 
the Irish public, and this I shall be able 
to show the Committee. In the town of 
Ballinasloe there are 1,000 houses with- 
out back-yards. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : It is quite outside 
the Vote before the Committee to discuss 
such a matter as that. It has nothing 


in the world to do with the Local Go- 
vernment Board. 

Mr. HARRIS: I would say it would, 
at all events, be the duty of the Govern- 
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ment to give what information they can 
within ‘limits of the Vote to the 
— I have alluded to. I could quote 
acts and give names; but I do not care 
to do so, as I do not wish to be under- 
stood as desirous of bringing contumely 
or injury upon any man. I assume, 
from what you say, Sir, that it would 
be out of the range of this discussion for 
me to allude to local taxation. With re- 

to the potato rate, I wish to say 
that the people in many parts must have 
some further supply of seed to enable 
them to tide over their difficulties. I 
think that point is worthy of the atten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman, and I 
should very much like him to give the 
Committee some information on the 
point, and, at the same time, say whe- 
ther there are any remedies for the 
state of things I have mentioned. I 
must say that I believe the right hon. 
Gentleman’s powers on these matters 
are very limited. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman holds as anomalous a position as 
it is possible for anyone to hold. He is 
responsible for all the acts of a Depart- 
ment over which he virtually has very 
little control. One of the highest quali- 
fications for all officials connected with 
the Castle is ability to divert the atten- 
tion of the Chief Secretary from a point. 
They know that he is only there pro 
tem, and they exercise themselves in 
trying to humour and mislead him for 
the time being. They know very well 
that the power in the various Depart- 
ments when he has gone away will 
cease to be in his hands, and that it is 
out of his power, as I might say, to 
bring forward any thorough radical 
remedy for the various grievances that 
the country suffers through the action of 
the officials of Dublin Castle. 

Mrz. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Mayo, 8.): 
The case the hon. and gallant Member 
for Galway (Colonel Nolan) has made 
out on behalf of those districts which 
are still indebted under theseed rate, is, 
I think, worthy of consideration. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: I told the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman that he was not 
at liberty to enter into the question of 
relieving the Unions from their in- 
debtedness. That question is outside 
the Vote. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I thought, 
Mr. Courtney, that inasmuch as the 
matter has been mentioned, I might be 
allowed to refer to it. 
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Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): Re- 
fer to the question of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 

Mz. J. F. X. O BRIEN: I perceive, 
from the Report of the Irish Local Go- 
vernment Board, that they say with re- 
gard to that seed rate that a very large 

roportion of it has been paid by the 
nions. I find, also, that it is reported 
that these Unions, in endeavouring to 
make repayments of that seed rate, 
have not only done their best to collect 
it—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is not entitled to pursue that sub- 
ject. I have already informed the hon. 
Momber that I checked the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman for discussing the 
matter. 

Mx. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I presume 
I shall be in Order in referring to the 
neglect, or the apparent neglect, of the 
Local Government Board in Ireland in 
not taking advantage of the highly-paid 
official who acts as their legal adviser. 
I perceive that the sum put down for 
legal advice is rising very rapidly. I 
observe that in 1885-6 £1,000 is set 
down for the payment of the expenses 
of this office, whilst for the current year 
the sum of £2,636 is set down. The 
Local Government Board appear not to 
have consulted their legal adviser on 
certain important matters. If they have 
not consulted him, this is a very curious 
illustration of the extraordinary manner 
in which they carry on their business ; 
and if they have consulted him, then 
this highly-paid official does not appear 
to have given them any advice on the 
matter submitted to him. It is a point 
worthy of the consideration of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, whether the services of this 
highly- paid official should not be utilized 
for the different Boards of Guardians 
all over the country. In that way a con- 
siderable saving might be effected in the 
rates of the different Unions, in addition 
to useful advice being given to the dif- 
ferent Unions. I feel it my duty, Sir, 
to make a slight reference to the argu- 
ments of the right hon. Gentleman with 
regard to the action he appears to attri- 
bute to hon. Members on this side of the 
House in their observations concerning 
the Local Government Board. He ap- 
pears to pretend that in commenting on 
the action of the Local Government 
Board and its interference with Boards 
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of Guardians we desire to restrict the 
action of local government in Ireland 
rather than extend it, as our prin- 
ciples ought to lead us to do. Now, 
that I believe to be a disingenuous ar- 
gument, for the right hon. Gentleman 
must know that the system of local go- 
vernment in Ireland is anything but a 
system of local government—that it is, 
in fact, the most centralized system of 
bureaucracy that exists in the world, 
that in place of being a genuine system 
of local government it is a system of 
irresponsible tyranny. Coming back to 
the legal adviser of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, it 2 Ree to me that he 
has been guilty of a dereliction of duty 
with regard to the conduct of the Ban- 
try Guardians. . Notwithstanding that 
they have had the doings of these 
Guardians brought under their notice 
in a manner that must have shown 
them that the Board was guilty of an 
infraction of duty in regard to evictions, 
they appear to have taken no notice 
of the fact; indeed, they appear to have 
covered up in a most reprehensible 
manner the conduct of the Chairman 
of that Board of Guardians. With re- 
gard to the action of Chairmen of 
Boards of Guardians generally, I sym- 
_— very strongly with my hon. 

riends who have commented on that 
action, and I think it very desirable 
that some means should be devised 
whereby their authority might be con- 
fined within reasonable and proper 
limits. I certainly think they should 
not be allowed to exercise the respon- 
sible duty they appear to exercise of 
repressing all resolutions of which the 
do not themselves approve. Ina weed, 
I think it time that the Chairmen of 
Boards of Guardians should be put in 
their proper places and made to recog- 
nize their proper position, and that they 
should not have power to overrule the 
majority of the Boards. 

Mr. TUITE ( Westmeath, N.): I wish 
very briefly to call attention to the 
decisions of the Arbitrators under the 
Labourers’ Act. The cost of the awards 
made by these gentlemen is altogether 
excessive, and several Unions of Ireland 
have complained of it. The delay in 
furnishing the awards is too great, and 
the Act is encumbered with too many 
technicalities. Full of difficulties as it 
is, the Arbitrators help to make it still 
more difficult to bring it into operation, 
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and I think it would be well if the Go- 
vernment would devote some attention 
to the subject. 

Question put, and negatived. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. FINUOANE (Limerick, E.): I 
beg to move the reduction of the Vote 
by £3,490, for the following reason. I 
dare say the Committee are aware that 
the Local Government Board are the 
administrators of the Labourers (Ireland) 
Act. Whenever the Guardians and the 
landlords cannot agree as to the value of 
the landlord’s interest in the half-acres 
to be attached to the cottages, the Local 
Government Board are directed to send 
arbitrators to ascertain such value; 
hence the necessity of appointing im- 

artial arbitrators. Now, what has the 

ard done? In some instances, to my 
own knowledge, it has appointed land 
agents as arbitrators, and, I believe, 
even landlords. I believe they have so in 
more than one case—at any rate, to my 
own knowledge they have done it in 
one case, and I am prepared to give the 
Committee the name of that arbitrator. 
It is Mr. Posnett. He is agent to seve- 
ral landlords in the South of Ireland— 
for instance, to Lord Hawarden, a gen- 
tleman not remarkable for his kindly 
treatment of his tenants—I do not 
wish to make this a personal mat- 
ter against Mr. Posnett. I am dealing 
with principles and not individuals, 
and I object to the question as to the 
number of years’ purchase to be given 
for the fee simple of the land being in- 
vestigated and decided by a person who 
is friendly to the landlord himself. Such 
action is most unfair, and is as dis- 
honest as would be the proposal to leave 
the fixing of the price of a lot of fat 
cattle to a Oommittee of butchers. 
These arbitrators have in some instances 
given as much as 26 years’ purchase to 
the landlords, a price not measured by 
a fair rent, but by an existing rent paid 
under a lease—a rent that is more than 
twice the value of the land. What com- 

nsation have they given to the tenants? 

hy, it varies from five to seven years’ 

urchase, and in no instance has it gone 

aeeae seven years. In some cases it 
has not gone higher than four, though 
it is well known that in every county in 
Ireland there are thousands of farms in 
which, if justice were done, the tenants 
would be accredited with greater in- 
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terest than the landlords. This ‘ion 
is of vital im first, and princi- 
pally, to the labourers, but also to the 
ratepayers and farmers. It is of great 
importance to the labourers, for the rea- 
son that the higher the compensation 
awarded to the landlords the higher must 
be the rent charged by the Guardians to 
their labourers. It is also of interest to 
the ratepayers, because the erection of 
each cottage and the compensation 
given for half-an-acre costs, on an 
average, about £105. This must be 
borrowed from the Board of Works, 
and an annual instalment must be paid 
for a period of years by the Board of 
Guardians—an instalment amounting to 
£5 10s. annually. It is evident that the 
labourers cannot pay such a high rent; 
and the difference between the rent and 
the annual instalment must, therefore, 
be paid by the ratepayers. It is to the 
interest of the ratepayers to see that the 
cost of these cottages shall not be un- 
duly increased ; but this is of greater 
interest to the farmer. The landlords 
are moving heaven and earth at this 
moment to keep up the value of their 
properties by artificial means. They see 
that within a very short time there may 
be a land purchase scheme, probabl 
containing a compulsory clause, which 
will be administered by the present 
Land Court, or one similarly constituted. 
The landlords think it would be to their 
interest if they could, whilst before the 
Court, point to the fact that they had 

ot 20 or 22 years’ purchase from the 
| ote of Guardians, especially as it is 
known that in many cases these Boards 
are largely constituted of farmers. In 
Ireland great interest is taken inthis sub- 
ject ; and as there has been no satisfac- 
tory answer given on this point, I shall 
feel it my duty to move that the Vote 
be reduced by the sum mentioned— 
namely, £3,490. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £65,198, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland, including various 
Grants in Aid of Local Taxation.’’—(Mr. 
Finucane.) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.): I do not propose to de- 
tain the Committee by enumerating an 
special or particular grievances whic 
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ht be brou under this Vote 
Psy the Local Caverns Board of Ire- 
land. I think that, except for the pur- 
pose of drawing public attention to the 
ievances in connection with the Local 
vernment Board, there is very little 
use in dealing with these grievances, 
and for this reason—that from beginning 
to end the Local Government Board in 
Ireland is a gigantic fraud. In the first 
lace it is a fraud as regards its name, 
‘or it is not a Local Government Board 
at all. It should be called ‘“ The Cen- 
tralized Government Board. It is in no 
respect — in no sense whatever —a 
Local Government Board. Day after 
day, and week after week, the Local Go- 
vernment Board Office in Dublin comes 
into conflict with the Boards of Guar- 
dians throughout the country. The 
Local Government Board Office in Dublin 
is presided over by a set of gentlemen 
who are altogether out of sympathy with 
the le of the country. The President 
of the Local Government Board and all 
the officials of the Local Government 
Board are appointed despotically through 
some unknown influence, and some power 
which is not the power of the people, 
and the consequence is that the people 
are totally dissatisfied with the govern- 
ment of the Board in Ireland ; and, as a 
result of this dissatisfaction with the 
government of the Board in Ireland, 
there are constant conflicts going on be- 
tween the Central Government in Dublin 
and the Local Bodies throughout the 
country. These conflicts will go on in- 
creasing year after year, and will cause 
still more dissatisfaction and discontent 
in the minds of the people until a radical 
change is arrived at. The Local Go- 
vernment Board is in itself, in its con- 
stitution, a grievance which can only be 
met bya thorough revolution. It ought 
to be abolished altogether, and a proper 
system of real local government ought 
to be instituted in Ireland to take its 
place. But, Sir, if there is one griev- 
ance more than another which occurs 
under this system of so-called local go- 
vernment in Ireland, that particular 
grievance is the present system of ez 
officio Poor Law Guardians. These men 
come in the most arrogant style—-— 
Tae CHAIRMAN: I have several 
times ruled that subject to be irrelevant 
to this Vote. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I did 
not know that you had ruled that to be 
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out of Order, Mr. Courtney. I was not 
here at the time. Of course, I shall not 
speak upon that. I do not intend, as I 
said in my opening remarks, to go into 
any particular grievances, because a 
very long time has been occupied already 
by Members from Ireland in stating 
grievances. But I do not think their 
statements of these grievances under the 
Local Government by any means 
concluded as yet. A long time, how- 
ever, has been occupied in setting forth 
the different grievances felt throughout 
the country under the government of 
this Board, and I think that that itself 
should be sufficient to prove that a 
change is necessary, and that it will 
be absolutely essential, for the proper 

vernment of the country, to substitute 
or the Centralized Body in Dublin a 
government which will rest upon the 
will of the people, a government whose 
officers will be directly responsible to 
the people ; and if I were to advise my 
Colleagues who have been moving in 
this matter, I would strongly urge them, 
as a protest against the existence of the 
despotic power of the Local Government 
Board in Dublin, and as a demand for 
a change, to push the Motion for a re- 
duction of this particular Vote to a 
division. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micwart Hicxs-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): There are some points 
that have been alluded to since [ last 
addressed the Committee upon which I 
should like to say a few words. One or 
two hon. Members have alluded to the 
system of arbitration and inquiry under 
the Labourers’ Cottages Acts, and one 
hon. Member has animadverted on the 
action of one of these arbitrators, and has 
expressed astrong opinion against the em- 

loyment of land agentson such inquiries. 
ell, nothing could be more wrong than 
the employmentas arbitrator, under these 
Acts, of any person connected with the 
ownership or agency of land near the 
district in which the property to be 
adjudicated upon is situated. The arbi- 
trator ought obviously to be beyond in- 
fluences of that kind in arriving at 
his decision. But, on the other hand, 
I think it would be absurd to say 
that no man who had ever acted as a 
land agent, or who was acting as a land 
nt at the present time, say in the 
orth of Ireland, should hold an inquiry 
jn the South of Ireland. On the con- 
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trary, it is evident that the experience 
of such a man would be of the greatest 
value to him in ascertaining the value of 
the land, provided the inquiry were held 
in a place with which he had no con- 
nection. Then, an hon. Member has 
referred to a particular case which 
oceurred in the Waterford Union. I 
am not acquainted with the facts of that 
case ; but I will inquire into them as the 
hon. Member has asked me todo. The 
system of auditors has been objected to, 
and some reference has been made to a 
promise alleged to have been given by 
one of my Predecessors in the Office of 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, as to some 
change, I believe, by legislation, in the 

sition of these officers. I do not 

now what may have been said by that 
right hon. Gentleman ; but there, again, 
I will promise to look into the matter 
and see what is the precise point upon 
which it is desired to bring about an 
alteration. But, I must say, I was not 
impressed with the instance given by 
the hon. Member who referred to his 
own experience as to a surcharge made 
against him as Chairman of a Union. I 
daresay it is possible that in that case 
the auditor may have been mistaken ; 
but what he clearly showed was, that if 
the auditor was mistaken there was an 
appeal to the Local Government Board. 
The surcharge was remitted, and the 
hon. Member suffered in no way from 
the act of the auditor. Auditors doa 
very necessary work in surcharging im- 
proper payments. I donot touch on the 
points which have been dealt with, with 
regard to the officials under the Explo- 
sives Act, because I understand that is 
held to be not pertinent to the discussion. 
There is one matter which was alluded 
to by an hon. Member who objected to 
the action of some Boards of Guardians 
in refusing to allow the rate books to be 
inspected by persons interested 1n regis- 
tration. Well, every facility ought to 
be given by Boards of Guardians to 
persons interested in the constituencies 
to inspect the rate books for the pur- 
poses of registration. I believe that as 
the law at present stands the only per- 
son entitled to demand inspection is a 
ratepayer; and if I am correct in that, 
it would, of course, be impossible for 
the Guardians to allow persons who 
are not ratepayers to demand inspec- 
tion. 
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Mr. OLANOY (Dublin Oo., N.) : That 
is a bye-law made by the old Poor Law 


Sir MICHAEL HIOCKS-BEACH : If 
it is only a bye-law I will have it 
looked into, and will endeavour to see 
in what way it can be modified, so as to 
secure that the principle which I have 
laid down shall . carried out. But I 
think, on the other hand, that the 
Guardians ought not to be troubled by 
demands for inspection of the rate books 
by persons who really have no business 
whatever either in the district to which 
these rate books relate, or with anything 
connected with the rates. I imagine 
the reason for imposing that limitation 
was to secure that there should be some 
real interest in the matter taken by the 
person wishing to make the examina- 
tion. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for Galway (Colonel Nolan) 
referred to the question of the seed loan. 
Here, again, I am precluded from enter- 
ing felly into the point ; but with regard 
to the particular matters the hon. 
and gallant Member raised, as to the 
action it was competent for the Poor 
Law Board to take in the matter, I 
have already replied to him as to the 
difficulties raised by the magistrates in 
carrying out the law. The hon. and 
gallant Member suggested that the In- 
spectors of the Local Government Board 
should be directed to inquire into the 
possibility of recovering the arrears of 
this rate. I am well aware of the diffi- 
culties of that subject; but my strong 
opinion is that it would not be fair to 
those who have paid tu excuse those 
who decline to pay without very strong 
proof indeed that they are unable to 
do so. I trust that the Committee will 
now be allowed to proceed to a division 
on the Vote. We have had a discussion, 
lasting for more than three hours, in 
which, I am bound to say, I have listened 
to the reiteration of some points with 
which I have endeavoured, probably not 
satisfactorily, but to the best of my power, 
to deal. And I have listened, also, to 
constant attempts to enlarge the scope 
of the discussion. I decline altogether 
to consider such matters as the produc- 
tion of gas in Bullinasloe and the state 
of the back yards in that town, as I do 
not consider them relevant. I cannot 
conceive why anyone should attempt to 
introduce such matters into this discus- 
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sion, unless it be from a desire to waste 
time, bearing in mind that last night 
hon. Members below the Gangway, when 
appealing to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer not to take this Vote, stated of 
their own free will that they would do 
their best to confine the discussion within 
reasonable limits, and that it would not 
occupy more than two hours. We have 
already been occupied three hours on 
the debate; and I hope that after this 
waste of time we shall be allowed to 
proceed. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I think it 
would be well that my hon. Friends 
should now allow the Vote to be taken. 
At the same time, I think the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Limerick (Mr. 
Finucane) was quite justified in raising 
the question whether men in the posi- 
tion of Mr. Posnett should be allowed to 
act as arbitrators. 

CoreneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
must say that after the concluding re- 
marks of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland we are en- 
titled to a reply. The question which 
has been raised by the hon. Member 
(Mr. Finucane) is one of great practical 
importance; and I cannot help thinking 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland has been led to an 
erroneous conclusion in regard to it. He 
threw down a sort of challenge to the 
Irish Members. Now, we have discussed 
these Estimates with very great care, 
and no doubt, in doing so, we have 
taken up a large amount of public time. 

A laugh] The hon. and gallant Gen- 
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tleman the Member for North Armagh 
(Colonel Saunderson) may laugh; but 
he will have frequent opportunities of 
talking with the Chief Secretary during 
the next five months, and discussing pri- 
vately all these local matters with the 
right hon. Gentleman. Let the right! 
hon. Gentleman recollect that the only 
ehance the Irish Members who repre- | 
sent five-sixths of the Irish nation have | 
of impressing these matters upon the | 
attention of the Irish Government is/| 
afforded us in the House of Commons. | 
We think we are quite justified in| 
taking up a few hours of the public 
time in discussing questions of this kind. 
I notice that a good many hon, Members ' 
object to what we are doing. Why did | 
they vote against the Home Rule Bill 
last Session, under which all subjects of 
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this kind would be relegeted to a Par- 
liament in Dublin? 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): Ishould 
like to put a question to the right hon, 
Gentleman in regard to the selection of 
sites for labourers’ dwellings. I have 
received a letter from one of my con- 
stituents — Patrick Ford —a man who 
holds only 11 acres of land. This man 
lives in a district where there are large 
grass farms, yet his holding has been 
selected as that from which land must 
be taken on which to erect labourers’ 
cottages. I should like to know whether 
the powers of the Inspectors could not be 
extended so that the sites for labourers’ 
cottages might be taken from extensive 
farms, and not from holdings upon which 
already a man has very great difficulty 
to live ? 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
My impression is that the selection of 
the sites rests with the Guardians, and 
not with the Local Government Board. 

Mr. FINUCANE (Limerick, E.): I 
stated in clear and unmistakable lan- 
guage that I did not wish to make a 
personal attack upon Mr. Posnett. I 
said my only objection was to the prin- 
ciple of appointing land agents arbi- 
trators. I cannot regard the reply of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
cretary for Ireland as satisfactory. I 
maintain that a land agent living in 
Ulster is interested in keeping up high 
rents in Limerick. We koow that the 
land agents of Ireland are not paid by 
fixed salaries, but by a percentage on the 
rents they collect. For this reason they 
are interested in keeping up the rents, 
and they will do this, notwithstanding 
the misery which is occasioned. Besides, 
there is a perfect freemasonry amongst 
the land agents, &c. of Ireland, which 
makes it imperative on them to aid each 
other. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, N.): I have no 
desire to make a speech on this occasion ; 
but I wish to avail myself of the oppor- 
tunity of directing the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland to a matter that is looked 
upon as a grievance by a considerable 
number of people in Ireland. I pro- 
xs to read two short communications I 

ave received on the subject. One is as 
follows :— 

“T have been requested to inform you of the 
delay of the Local Government Board for Ire- 
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land.in holding an inquiry into the scheme of 
the Dundalk: Board of Guardians for the erec- 
tion of labourers’ houses in’ the Dundalk Union. 
The scheme for the erection of the houses .was 
sent by the Guardians to the Local Government 
Board on Ist August last with a Petition pray- 
ing for an Order for confirming it, and signed 
in the required manner by the Chairman and 
Clerk of the Board, and up to the present no 
steps have been taken by the Local Govern- 
ment Board in any direction.” 

The other is from the Ardee Union, and 
is as follows :— 

“The people in nearly e parish of the 
Ardee Tale! are most A erect under 
the Labourers’ Act suitable residences for la- 
bourers, and I may add they are sadly needed. 
After a great deal of trouble and preparation 
and delay, the Board of Guardians prepared a 
number of schemes for a large eaniber of new 
houses. Portions of those schemes they lodged 
with the Local Government Board as far back 
as the 17th of May last, and the remaining ones 
on the 17th of June. Guardians and farmers 
and labourers are ever since anxiously pe 
out for the usual notice fixing the time an 

lace for the local inquiry, which by Act of 

arliament must be held by an Inspector of the 
Local Government Board into everything con- 
nected with the proposed schemes. The patience 
of allis worn out. It would seem as if they 
are obstructing the working of the Act.” 


I think I have only to bring these com- 
munications to the notice of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland to insure them the 
attention they deserve. 

Mz. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): This discussion has lasted so 
much longer than we were led to sup- 
pose last night, that I do not propose to 
make any reference to the point I de- 
sired to bring under the notice of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. I will defer 
my remarks until the stage of Report ; 
but perhaps, in the meantime, the right 
hon. Gentleman will ascertain if it would 
be in the power of his Department to 
institute some system of inspection of 
the drugs in the dispensaries throughout 
Treland. 

Mz. MURPHY (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): 
I wish to refer to a matter in connection 
with the Local Government Board of 
Ireland, which I do not think has 
been spoken to as yet in this debate; 
and that is the sanitary inspections in 
Ireland. I see the sum of £15,500 in 
this Estimate for ‘one-half of the 
salaries of Superintendent and Consult- 
ing Sanitary Officers;” and I ney 
propose on the present occasion to as 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland to be good enough 
to take a note of one or two matters. 





One is the total absence of any in- 
Csigech aby in the small towns forming 

e centres of the rural districts ‘ot 
Ireland where the Guardians are the 
Sanitary Authority. The fact is that 
the Inspectors receive their salaries, but 
do not perform their duties. It is ab- 
solutely necessary, in order to secure 
that the public health shall be looked 
after and the people shall get some value 
for their money, that some Iuspector 
—a Medical Inspector, or someone in 
equally responsible position in the Local 
Government Board—should, on the os- 
casion of his visits to the different dis- 
tricts, see that the sanitary inspections 
are carried out. Another point I feel 
bound to urge on the right hon. Baro- 
net and on the Local Government Board 
is the inspection, in the interest of 
humanity, of the workhouses themselves. 
I happen to be an ez officio Guardian 
of a Union in the South of Ireland, 
and on a recent occasion I went through 
the wards of the Union Workhouse. A 
person acquainted with the working of 
institutions of this kind in this country, 
or in large centres of population, would 
hardly think it possible that such a dis- 
a state of affairs could exist. The 

edding was crawling with vermin, and 
the whole place a picture of filth and 
misery. The workhouse I refer to is in the 
Bantry Union, where the local landlord 
party are in the ascendant, and have full 
control over its management. I hope the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland will call 
upon the Local Government Board to 
see that the workhouse wards are pro- 
perly inspected. There is another point 
worthy of notice, and that is the inclu- 
sion of stimulants under the head of 
medicines, half the cost of which should 
be paid from the Consolidated Fund. 
The Local Government Buard refuse to 
allow alcohol to be treated as a medicine 
in the accounts, although it is never 
given unless prescribed by a doctor. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
take a note of this fact. With regard 
to the question raised by the hon. 
Member for Limerick (Mr. Finucane), 
I wish to say I quite agree with my 
hon. Friend as to the undesirability 
of land agents, or people closely in- 
terested in the keeping up of rents, 
being appointed arbitrators. At the 
same time, I must say I am convinced, 
having nal acquaintance with his 


arbitrations in railway matters, that a 
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fairer arbitrator than Mr. Posnett could | for engineering and surveying, and I do 


not be found in Ireland. 

Mr. BYRNE (Wicklow, W.): I do 
not propose to detain the Committee 
many seconds. I simply want to protest 
against the action of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and of one officer of the 
Board in particular. The conduct of 
this gentleman has been complained of 
over and over again. He makes many 
mistakes; he makes mistakes at every 
election. On one occasion it took him 
three days to count the votes—indeed, 
politically, he is dishonest; and, physi- 
cally and mentally, he is stupid. I 
think that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary should make inquiries 
concerning this official, and that if he 
finds my statement is correct he should 
put another gentleman in the place of 
the officer of whom I complain. 

Question put, and negatived. 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

(2.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £18,559, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and a of the Office of Public Works in 


Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): Mr. 
Courtney, there are one or two questions 
upon this Vote I would like to put to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
eretary for Ireland, though I do not 
know whether he will be able to give 
me an answer now. The right hon. 
Gentleman is, no doubt, aware that many 
fishery piers are built in Ireland by the 
Board of Works, and that a large part 
of this Vote refers to work connected 
with such piers. He will see that the 
estimates of the Board of Works are 
very considerably over the contracts let. 
I admit it is prudent in the Board of 
Works to over-estimate than to under- 
estimate; but I should like the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland to look into the 
matter to see when the money over-esti- 
mated will be released. There are seve- 
ral places crying out for piers and har- 
bours. For a long time they have been 
hoping for these accommodations; but 
Owing to the over-estimates of the Board 
the money is now locked up. The ex- 

. Penses of the Fishery Piers and Harbours 
mmission were nearly exclusively those 


Mr. Murphy 








not suppose the other expenses amounted 
to more than £1,500. The Commis- 
sioners estimated that £10,000 would be 
enough for their expenses; but the 
Treasury insisted upon allowing £20,000, 
again a prudent thing to do. But now 
that the proceedings of the Commission 
are nearly wound up I think the Govern- 
ment should ascertain what expenses 
have been incurred. If only £10,000 
has been expended, a large sum of money 
would be released for the purpose of 
erecting piers. There are one or two 
questions which I think arise upon this 
Vote, and to which I will just allude. 
As long as the Commission has been sit- 
ting the Treasury has been saving £8,000 
a-year. A certain sum of the Irish 
Church money was set aside for Publie 
Works; but when the Commission was 
appointed the Treasury stopped £8,000 
a-year for the expenses of the Commis- 
sion. I think it is high time we should 
know whether the Government intend 
to confiscate that amount. If the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland wished to extend 
the pier and harbour accommodation in 
Ireland he could easily do so. The Oom- 
missioners were of opinion that another 
£150,000 or £200,000 could be expended 
safely enough in erecting small and 
moderate sized harbours. I am afraid 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland or the 
Secretary to the Treasury will not be 
able to move without fresh legislation ; 
but I should like the matter to be taken 
into consideration with a view to legisla- 
tion next Session. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Bzacu) (Bris- 
tol, W.): recognize fully thevalue of the 
remarks of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man, and I can assure him he had in 
me a very sympathetic listener; but all 
I can promise him is that I will look, so 
far as the time at my command will 
allow, into the various points to which 
he has called the attention of the Com- 
mittee, to see whether it is in my power 
to meet his wishes. I have noticed, as 
ho has noticed, the large difference be- 
tween the estimates of the Board of 
Works for the different harbours and 
the price at which the contracts were 
taken; but I think that is easily ex- 
plained. In some cases, it is fe , the 
contractors may not be able to out 
the work at the contract price. It is, 
therefore, necessary to proceed very 
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cautiously. I confess I, to some extent, 
doubt the usefulness of these small har- 
bours. They are useful to a small class 
of fishermen who live in their neigh- 
bourhood ; but Ido not think they are 
caleulated to be of as much service to 
the general population aslarger harbours. 
The desirability of re-lending the money 
which has been repaid upon loans has 
been suggested. That, of course, would 
be but following up with regard to har- 
bours the system already existing with 
regard to fishermen. Loans are not 
always repaid; but I will undertake to 
bring these matters under the notice of 
the Secretary to the Treasury. 

Mr. MAHONY (Meath, N.): The 
desirability of making further grants of 
money for piers on the West Coast of 
Ireland has been taken into considera- 
tion by the Piers and Roads Commission, 
of which I happen to be a Member. The 
class of piers and harbours we dealt with 
were of a very small nature, not at all 
so important as those dealt with by 
the larger Commission; they affected 
the localities where the people are 
extremely poor; and our experience was 
that with the very small sums of money 
placed at our disposal we have been able 
to do a great deal of work which is very 
useful to the poorer people. Our work 
has been almost entirely in the direction 
of improving the small harbours that 
nie exist. I hope that the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, when considering 
the desirability of making further grants, 
will consider the propriety of giving us 
a small additional sum to spend on these 
very small works. As a matter of fact 
we have been unable, through a want of 
funds, to do many works which would 
be decidedly useful. 

Mr. O’HEA (Donegal, W.): I think 
the suggestions of my hon. and gallant 
Friend (Colonel Nolan) ought to be seri- 
ously taken into account by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. The speech of the 
right hon. Baronet (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) is not altogether an unsatisfac- 
tory one, though it cannot be forgotten 
that frequently assurances have been 

iven that matters in which we are 
ae interested will be attended to. 
I do not quite agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman as to the inutility—he 
did not say they were altogether useless 
—of harbours. I believe these 


small harbours are really a very great 
benefit to the fishing p hae _A pier 
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was erected by the Board of Works in 
the harbour of Portloo, a place situated 
in West Donegal, the constituency I 
have the honour to represent. Its con- 
struction was so faulty that, owing to 
the action of the waves and weather, it 
soon fell away. It has crumbled to pieces, 
and is only a mass of rubbish in the 
natural harbour, constituting both a 
nuisance and a danger. When the pier 
could be used it was a very great boon 
to the people. The harbour abounds in 
fish. Some of the finest lobsters caught 
in the Three Kingdoms are caught in 
that neighbourhood ; but since the pier 
fell away the people have not been able 
to pursue their fishing industry to any 
great advantage. As a matter of fact 
they have been subjected to very great 
inconvenience and suffering. If the pier 
had stood as it was originally built, the 
coasting steamers could call at Portloo 
with the various articles the people of 
the district require—flour, Indian meal, 
and agricultural implements—while the 
people, on the other hand, would be able 
to send away by steamer the fish they 
would be in a good position to catch. 
Some attention should be paid to this lo- 
ceality, where the pier was at one time of 
such advantage. A Coastguard station 
was established there three years ago at 
acost of £3,600; but I am informed that 
it would be of as much use if it were in 
the middle of the ocean. The Coast- 

uards are not able to launch their life- 

oat when the wind is blowing from the 
North or North East. There is a small 
Island about three miles distant from 
Portloo. Some time ago several fisher- 
men landed on this Island, and they 
were unable to get back. They were 
kept there three days, for the Ooast- 
guards, though anxious to go to their 
assistance, were unable to launch the 
lifeboat. The pier is now an impedi- 
ment in the harbour, and had the life- 
boat been launched there is every pro- 
bability it would have been dashed 
to pieces upon the remains of the pier. 
I trust the Treasury will be able to see 
its kind to restore the pier of which I 
speak. 

Pia. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
do not know how much longer the dis- 
cussion upon this Vote will last—I do 
not intend to say much—but I will say 
that if it continued the whole day it 
would not be too long, considering the 
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Board of Works inIreland. The Board 
of Works is one of those Boards which 
have been referred to by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham (Mr. Chamberlain) as not hav- 
ing a shadow or a shade of representa- 
ive authority, and yet it manages a very 
considerable portion of very important 
businessin Ireland,and managesitin such 
a way as to cause astonishment and indig- 
nation in almost every part of the coun- 
try in which it puts its finger. I do not 
think there is an Irish Member who can- 
not point to an instance of gross mis- 
management on the part of the Board 
of Works. I have already called atten- 
tion to a piece of mismanagement in my 
own constituency. The little harbour of 
Howth is almost useless in consequence 
of mud and sand blocking up its en- 
trance. Instead of doing anything to 
clean out the harbour, and making it fit 
for fishing or other vessels to be in, the 
Board of Works is now engaged in 
taking steps to secure that the harbour 
shall be worse than it has ever been 
befors. They are moving away the big 
boulder stones which formed a sort of 
rough breakwater on the eastern pier, 
and substituting for them a concrete 

vement or fashionable promenade. 

he result is that stones tinh sand are 
washed right over into the harbour, 
making it utterly useless for its original 
purpose. At this momentthe Bvard are 
extending this concrete pavement almost 
up to the verge of the town; and I am 
informed the result this winter will be 
the destruction of all the houses in the 
vicinity. Possibly it may interest the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in the matter if I mention that 
one of the houses so threatened with 
destruction is the house of his friend, 
Judge Boyd. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary complains 
that we have spent three-and-a-half 
hours in discussing the Vote for the 
Local Government Board. I do not think 
nine times that amount of time would 
have been too much to occupy in discuss- 
ing the Vote. It is perfectly preposter- 
ous to tell us we are not to discuss this 
business here, and fo tell us, in the same 
breath, that we are not to be allowed to 
manage it in Ireland. Every Irish 





Member has his own local grievances 
to ventilate; and if you will not allow 
him to ventilate them in an Irish Par- 
Nament, he has no other course but to do 
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so here. It is simply on account of the 
observations of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland, in 
reference to the last Vote, that I have 
risen to make these observations. I 
eounsel all my hon. Friends to follow 
my example, and not to miss this oppor- 
tunity of calling attention to any griev- 
ance that may exist in their respective 
localities. There is no local grievance 
in Ireland that does not deserve the 
attention of the Government; but there 
is not one that receives it. Under these 
circumstances, no apology is due from 
us for intervening in these discussions. 
Tue CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotra Cuvurcur1) 
(Paddington, 8.): Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Clancy) will allow me to 
notice some observations which fell from 
him, not with the view of prolonging the 
discussion, but with the view of possibly 
contracting its limits. The hon. Mem- 
ber has just said that every Irish Mem- 
ber has brought forward local grievances, 
and that the Government has paid not 
the slightest atientiontothem. I think 
on reflection the hon. Member will see 
that that accusation is hardly well 
founded. My right hon. Friend the 
Chief Secretary and his Irish Colleagues 
listened with the utmost attention and 
ewe to everything that has been 
rought forward by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite ; and I am perfectly certain that 
it is their desire and the desire of the 
Government that all reasonable griev- 
ances which it is within their power to 
remedy shall be received with the closest 
attention, and, if possible, the most 
rapid remedy. The hon. Gentleman is 
doing the Government a sheer injustice 
in supposing that what they urge on be- 
half of their constituents and their 
country does not receive the most serious 
and anxious attention of the Govern- 
ment. In regard to what has fallen from 
the hon. Member (Mr. Clancy) gene- 
rally, as to the Board of Works and the 
Local Government Board, the functions 
of these Boards are matters which the 
Government consider call for, from them, 
the most practical consideration, with a 
view, if possible, of the development of 
the functions of these Boards in a man- 
ner in accordance, as faras may be, with 
the views of Irish resentatives. The 
hon. Gentleman and his Colleaguesknow 
uite well that it is the firm and decided 
tention of the Government to make a 
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to Parliament as early as may 
, and we hope with a view of placin 
the control of all these questions of local 
government and public works more 
within the hands of the Irish people. 
The hon..Gentleman knows perfectly the 
limits which have been marked out for 
us by the last Election—limits which we 
have no desire and which we have no 

wer to overstep. But within those 
imitsthe hon. Gentlemanand his Friends 
may be certain that the Government are 
desirous to act honestly and to act prac- 
tically; and I do appeal to the hon. 
Member, with that senseof fairness which 
I do not think is ever altogether absent 
even from the most violent opponent of 
the Government among the Irieh Party, 
to allow the Government to have time 
to consider these questions, these large 
and complicated questions. Then, if the 
Government, in the estimation of the 
Irish Members, fall short of their duty 
by proposals which are inadequate and 
bad, undoubtedly we shall not be able 
to urge strong objections against their 
a up the line they are now taking. 
But I must point out that the course 
they are taking of bringing up in im- 
mense detail, and with such incessant 
repetition, every imaginable grievance 
which every Member for an Irish con- 
stituency can have to complain of is in 
reality crippling the power of the Go- 
vernment, crippling their physical and 
mental energies to devote to the con- 
sideration of Irish questions that time 
and that care and patience which it is 
their highest duty and their highest idea 
to devote to them. I make this appeal 
to hon. Gentlemen, and ask them to con- 
sider my remarks in a practical spirit, 
and to believe that they are dictated by 
no other desire than within the limits of 
our power, and within the limits of the 
mandate we have received from the eleo- 
tors, to attempt as a a development 
of the prosperity of Ireland as is possible. 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Oo., N.): I 
desire to say one or two words in reply 
to the remarks of the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord 
Randolph Churchill). I did not ask him, 
and no one on these Benches has asked 
him, to complete in haste, or at all, the 
proposals for local government to which 
e has just alluded. What I referred 


to, and what has made me indignant, 
and what has made many Members on 
this side of the House indignant, is that 


{Szprzmser 15, 1886} 





the diture of three and a-half 
hours of the time of the Committee in 
discussing the Vote for the Local Go- 
vernment Board, should be denounced 
by the Chief Secretary for Ireland as a 
preposterous waste of time. The Local 
Government Board manages, or rather 
mismanages, a large portion of the most 
important business in Ireland; and, 
therefore, it is not at all unreasonable 
that three and a-half hours of the time of 
the Imperial Parliament, which insists on 
keeping these matters within its control, 
should be occupied in discussing the 
Vote submitted in respect of it. In 
past years this expenditure of time 
upon the Vote has been largely ex- 
ceeded. The noble Lord (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) must bear in mind that if 
arguments and facts have been repeated 
in this House the reason is very obvious. 
It is very well known—every Member of 
Parliament, whether Tory, Whig, or Na- 
tionalist, will bear me out in this—that 
Members of Parliament have grievances 
of a local character pressed on their at- 
tention constantly. It is expected by 
their constituents that attention will be 
paid. to these local grievances. When 
the House is in Committee is just the 
time for the discussion of local griev- 
ances; and I have not the least doubt 
that the constituents of hon. Members on 
both sides of the House would blame 
their Representatives severely if they let 
such an opportunity pass unused. That 
is the reason why hon. Members sitting 
on these Benches sometimes repeat the 
same argument. I think the noble Lord 
will be very fortunate if he ever suc- 
ceeds in securing less repetition in de- 
bate ; and certainly, if he does not cease 
to make charges against the Irish Mem- 
bers, who are simply endeavouring to 
discharge their duty to the best of their 
ability, he will find he has been very 
fortunate in the present Session, as com- 

red with all future Sessions of this 

arliament, in respect of the time con- 
sumed by Irish Members in the dis- 
cussion of Irish Business. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Oo., Birr): 
The —_ just made by the noble Lord 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) is, no doubt, very 
interesting in itself. It is difficult to 
test the exact value of the words which 
he used. He spoke of the intentions of 
the Government with regard to placing, 
in the future, all these matters in the 
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hands of the Irish Members, and he told 
us it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to introduce a measure having 
that object in view at the earliest period— 
probably next Session. Now, that state- 
ment may mean very little, or it may 
mean a great deal; but he added words 
which induce us to believe it means very 
little. He said that, of course, the Go- 
vernment must act within the limits of 
the mandate of the electors. Hon. Mem- 
bers are curious to know what those 
limits are. I have been unable to as- 
certain those limits. The noble Lord 
has asked us not to bring forward any 
grievances that we may have to raise 
upon the Votes for the Board of Works 
and Local Government Board and other 
Votes, because it is the intention of the 
Government to introduce this measure. 
Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I did not say that. I said that certain 
measures were about to be brought for- 
ward, and suggested that hon. Members 
should exercise some discretion in bring- 
ing forward these grievances. 
itn. MOLLOY : I am quite pre 
to take it in that way—discretion should 
be exercised in bringing forward these 
ievances. Probably there are no two 
embers in this House whose discretion 
would be of the same quality and cha- 
racter. The real point is this. We are 
asked to curtail what we have to say 
upon these Estimates, because it is the 
intention of Her Majesty’s Government 
to introduce next Session some measure 
under which these great spending De- 
partments in Ireland will be under the 
control of Irish Members. The noble 
Lord has been in the House longer than 
I have, and yet I have been in the 
House long enough to know what value 
is to be attached to the speech which he 
has made. He assumes that the mea- 
sure which he is going to bring in, and 
on account of which we are to shorten 
our discussion, is one we are going to 
accept. I do not think that is very pro- 
bable from what the noble Lord has 
said; but I will not go into that point. 
The appeal made is this—“‘ We intend to 
do something; we will not tell you any- 
thing about it; but we appeal to you not 
to bring forward your grievances, at 
least at the rate which you are doing 
now;”’ and then the noble Lord tells 
us that the Government are always most 
willing to do anything which the Irish 
Members may require. I will give him 
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an instance of the willingness of the 
English Government to do what we re- 
quire. For three years I have been 
asking for a little work to be done; 
little as regards cost, because I do not 
suppose it would entail the expenditure 
of more than between £10 and £20. 
You have cut a canal to improve the 
drainage in one part of the constituency 
I represent. Formerly there was a foot- 
bridge over the canal, but that you have 
taken down ; and now the people have, 
in getting across the water, to make a 
circuit of from five to seven miles. For 
three years I have asked that this bridge 
should be replaced. The first statement 
was that it was impossible to get the 
money. I pointed out then that wood 
enough for 50 small bridges lies rotting 
on the side of the stream. For three 
years I have asked that this work should 
be done ; and for three years I have been 
told, as the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer has told us to-night, that the Go- 
vernment are willing to do everything 
which the Irish Members require. We 
are told we must have patience ; but this 
is the only opportunity we have in the 
whole course of the year of bringing 
forward these grievances, and calling 
attention to the mismanagement of local 
affairs in Ireland. You place retired 
colonels and others at the head of the 
Public Departments in Ireland, who 
know no more about the work to be 
done than they know about ballooning ; 
and when we get this chance, once 
a-year, of discussing matters which are 
of vital importance to the Irish people 
we are asked not to discuss them, and 
are charged with obstruction if we do. 
To me it appears that if we do not 
pound away, year after year, at the mis- 
management of Irish affairs we can 
never hope to obtain an improvement. 
If the measure the noble Lord is going 
to introduce is to remedy meiters, and 
to satisfy the national aspirations of the 
people, we will give him our hearty sup- 
port ; and he and the House of Commons 
will have the satisfaction and gratifica- 
tion of never hearing again of the mis- 
management of the Board of Works. 
— CHAIRMAN: I must point out 
it isi ar to continue this gene- 
ral ane a the special Vote now 
before the Committee, which is the Vote 
for the Public Works Office in Ireland. 
Ms. GILHOOLY (ork, W.):-I de- 
sire to direet the attention of the hon. 
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Gentleman the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury (Mr. Jackson) to the absolute ne- 
cessity of some small fishery piers on 
the shores of Bantry Bay. Some time 
ago a Memorial was sent to the Trea- 
sury upon the subject; but, so far, no 
steps have been taken in the direction 
indicated. Within my _ recollection 
many fishermen have been drowned 
owing to the want of proper landing 
accommodation ; indeed, in their endea- 
vours to secure a safe landing, 21 lives 
have been lost in Bantry Bay. To show 
the absolute necessity for the erection 
of a pier at this particular spot, I may 
say that in 1880, when a sum of money 
was to be expended in relief on the 
Southern shore of Bantry Bay, the priest 
of the parish, in conjunction with the 
rector of the locality, thought it was 
most advantageous to appropriate the 
money in providing the means of haul- 
ing the boats on shore, in order to save 
the fishermen going long distances at 
great danger to their lives. This is 
only one—— 

Tae CHAIRMAN: I must point out 
that the question of erecting new 
= does not properly belong to this 

ote. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I will pass from 
that subject, and direct the attention of 
the Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Jack- 
son) to the mode of advancing loans to 
small farmers in West Oork. These 
men are greatly hampered by the red 
tapeism of the Board of Works. Be- 
fore these men can get advances of 
money with which to drain land or re- 
claim land, it is necessary that they 
should produce receipts from their land- 
lords, showing that they have paid their 
rents up to the customary period of the 
estate. Now on some estates the custom 
of hanging gale prevails, and on others 
it does not prevail; and I may point out 
that where a farmer has incurred the 
displeasure of the landlord or agent, 
possibly for voting against the nominee 
of the landlord or agent at a Poor Law 
election, it invariably turns out that the 
landlord and agent refuse to sign the 
certificate for the tenant that the rent 
has been paid up to the customary 
period of the estate. I consider that a 
great hardship, and I appeal to the Go- 
vernment to put a stop to it, and, if pos- 
sible, to make a lation that where 
the tenant has paid the rent up to the 


year previous and is solvent, the Trea- 
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sury will take into consideration his 
position, and grant him a loan without 
requiring a receipt either from the land- 
lord or his mt. There are other 
questions I should like to refer to, but 
I will one reference to them. 

Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I will 
trespass but a short time upon the at- 
tention of the Committee. I recognize 
the very evident desire shown by the 
Government to act fairly towards Ire- 
land in certain respects. I do not know 
whether to attribute that desire to a 
wish on the part of the Government to 
apply a sort of soothing syrup to the 
Irish people. The question of public 
works is one which affects men who 
have foolishly returned supporters of the 
Government; and I think that if there 
are any parts of Ireland which have a 
strong claim on the Government they 


are the portions of Antrim and Derry 
affected by the Bann drain The 
drainage works were destined to dis- 


charge a supply of water amounting to 
400,000 cubic feet per minute. Since 
that time the arterial drainage of the 
district —— 

Tae CHAIRMAN: The works to 
which the hon. Member refers were exe- 
cuted many years ago, and have passed 
out of the power of the Works Com- 
missioners, who have no control over 
them at present. 

Mr. PINKERTON: I suppose I am 
quite within Order. I see there is a 
certain amount annually granted for the 

reservation of ancient monuments, and 

suppose these works are monuments 
of the incapacity of the Board of 
Works. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is, of course, aware that that is an 
inappropriate allusion. 

Mn. PINKERTON: These works 
were executed at great cost, and the 
superintendence of them rests with the 
Inspectors of the Board of Works. I 
intend to move the reduction of this Vote 
by the sum of £500, for I maintain it is 
simply disgraceful that the Government 
should ask for time to consider this 
question. 

Tae CHAIRMAN : The question the 
hon. Member desires to raise is a ques- 
tion of the total alteration of this very 
drainage system, which is beyond the 

wer and control of the Board of Works. 

he question is not pertinent to the Vote 
at all. 
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Mr. PINKERTON: Mr, Courtney, 
I have taken counsel on this matter, and 
am advised it would be better to bri 
it up on this specific Vote. I donot 
the Government to spend a single 1d., 
at the sametime they should remove the 
obstruction which exists—— 

Taz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber must be aware that at present these 
works are not within the power of the 
Board of Works at all. 

Mr. PINKERTON: Mr. Courtney, 
the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Lord Randolph COburchill) 
said the Government desire to get as 
much information as possible withregard 
to the benefit that would accrue from the 
inquiry they intend to hold; and I wish 
modestly to suggest to the Government 
that they have within their power the 
means of conferring a material boon 
upon this district. I beg to draw the 
attention of the Government to this par- 
ticular circumstance—— 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 

Mr. MURPH Y( Dublin, St. Patrick’s): 
I would have liked to give some reasons 
why the remarks of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer do not influence me, as 
they do not influence other Members 
sitting on these Benches, as to the length 
at which they should discuss these 
Irish Estimates; but, bowing to your 
ruling that that question must not be 
gone into, I will not dwell further upon 
it. There are, however, several matters 
connected with the administration of the 
Board of Works to which I wish to refer. 
For instance, I desire to direct the atten- 
tion of the Secretary to the Treasury 
we Jackson) to the erection of married 

bulary quarters in the Phonix 
Park. Two acres of land in one of the 
most ornamental parts of the Park has 
been taken on which to erect these 
buildings. The Phenix Park is one of 
the most attractive and interesting places 
in the neighbourhood of Dublin; the 
people take great pride in it and use it 
very largely. Four hundred acres of the 
Park have already been taken for one 
purpose or another. The appropriation 
of the two acres for the erection of 
Constabulary quarters was the subject of 
a discussion in the last Parliament raised 
by Mr. Healy, who was then the Mem- 
ber for South De: In answer to Mr. 
Healy the right hon. Gentleman the 
then Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. H. 
H. Fowler) said nothing further would 
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be done in connection with the erection 
of these buildings until additional in- 
guricahet been made on the subject, and 
understood him to say that he would 
communicate further to this House 
when those inquiries were completed. 
It was also stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman that the reason why this par- 
ticular piece of ground was selected for 
the married Constabulary quarters was 
that no other ground was available. 
have recently examined the locality, and 
I have no hesitation in stating that there 
would be no difficulty in obtaining suit- 
able ground in the immediate vicinity of 
this site. The only difference between 
the two sites was that one would have 
to be paid for and the other would be 
taken from the public without any pay- 
ment whatever. As the Representative 
of one of the Divisions of Dublin, I pro- 
test in the strongest possible manner 
against the filching away of a single 
yard of the public property in the 
Phonix Park. The site on which 
these quarters are being built is quite 
close to one of the entrances to the 
Park ; it is one of the most charming 
arts of the whole Park, which will 
greatly disfigured if these build- 
ings are put up. I trust the Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) will turn 
his attention to this question imme- 
diately. The erection of the buildings 
has reached only a few feet over the 
ground, and I think it would not be yet 
too late to put a stop to the project and 
save the public rights over these two 
acres. I also desire to direct the hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to the system of 
contracts adopted by the Boardof Works. 
This question was also raised in the last 
Parliament, and I do not think that the 
answers which were put inthe mouth of 
the Secretary to the Treasury were either 
ingenuous or honest. The practice was 
for the furniture clerk to make the pur- 
chases upon his own responsibility, upon 
any terms he pleased, for all the Public 
Offices—for the Vice Regal Lodge, for 
the Castle, and for every building under 
the control of the Board of Works. 
Six or seven years ago contracts were 
entered into for some items of furniture, 
but the contracts were not renewed, and 
they became quite obsolete, and furni- 
ture was bought by the furniture clerk, 
wherever and on whatever terms he 
wished, without any apparent eheck. I 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury to see 
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if these contracts have been renewed 
since the question was raised in the 
last Parliament. The administration 
of Acts entrusted to the Board by 
Parliament—Acts of the greatest im- 
rtance to the people of Ireland— 
hive been made the subject of the 
gravest complaint, and with very good 
cause. I have had some experience of 
the mode of dealing with Acts by the 
Board of Works, and I can say that 
those Acts were never administered in 
the spirit in which they were passed by 
the Legislature. The Board never gave 
people information as to how those Acts 
aa be availed of ; no facilities, or even 
advice, would the Board offer; but they 
raised crotchets and obstructions in 
every way they could in the way of the 
working of Acts, the administration of 
which was entrusted to their care. That 
is the experience of everyone who has 
had much to do with the Irish Board of 
Works. Of the works that have been 
carried out under the Board I do not 
propose to speak. A great many of 
them have been conspicuous failures; 
but, on the other hand, they have 
sometimes executed good work, and 
they do not deserve the sweeping con- 
demnation they have received for every- 
thing they have done. They were liable 
to err, as all other engineers are, 
from want of judgment in forming a 
plan, want of genius or superior skill 
on the part of the engineer or archi- 
tect; but what I partite a call attention 
to is the legal action of the Board— 
their setting themselves deliberately to 
obstruct and delay the operation of Acts 
entrusted to them to administer. One 
instance I will give of a gross character. 
The Land Act of 1881, as everybody 
knows, empowers Sub-Commissioners to 
order the tenants to build labourers’ cot- 
on farms where judicial rents are 
fixed ; and in order to enable the building 
of those labourers’ cottages there were 
provisions in that or some subsequent 
Act authorizing the Board of Works to 
advance money to tenants for the pur- 
e. Now, if a tenant obtained a 
‘arm upon a statutory lease, which is 
practically a lease for ever, he had a 
substantial security, and obtained ad- 
vances for drainage and other purposes, 
with such restrictions, unreasonable 
enough in themselves, as those men- 
tioned by an hon. Member a short time 


since, and on condition that he could 
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show receipt for the payment of his 
last half-year’s rent; but when a tenant 
applied to the Board of Works seeking 
assistance to build the labourer’s cottage 
and to carry out the orders of the 
Sub-Commissioners, the Board refused 
that assistance unless the landlord con- 
sented and entered with the tenant intoa 
joint bond as security for theloan. That 
was Board of Works law, for, as far as I 
can ascertain, there was no warrant for 
it in Act of Parliament. One case came 
under my notice in which a man was 
unable to build the houses ordered by 
the Commissioners, and he applied to 
the Board of Works; but the Board 
refused the advance unless the landlord 
joined in the security, and this, as I have 
said, not being fortheoming, the tenant, 
in the result, was rendered liable to a 
heavy penalty, at the suit of the Board 
of Guardians, that might have been en- 
forced against him, and finally he had 
to borrow the money at a heavier rate 
of interest elsewhere to build the house, 
and was saved from the penalties, 
amounting to £100, only by the for- 
bearance of the Board of Guardians. 
In another case in the West of Ire- 
land there was another illustration of 
the difficulties raised by the Board of 
Works. A Catholic priest was unable 
to vbtain on the estate of Lord Lecon- 
field a site for the erection of a school- 
room for the children of his district, 
except upon conditions with regard to 
the control and management of the 
schools, which the priest very properly 
refused—the conditions I will not go 
into, for they have nothing to do with 
the particular point I am illustrating. 
An opportunity offered for the pur- 
chase of a tenant’s interest in a hold- 
ing for which a judicial rent had 
been fixed; and, having uired this, 
the priest thought that tay security 
of his holding he could obtain from the 
Board of Works an advance for the 
building of his school. But the Board 
of Works, without giving any reason 
beyond saying they were advised the 
could not advance the money, refus 
the application. and the consequence was 
that the priest could not provide a school 
much required in the village. What 
warrant the Board of Works had for 
their decision I do not know. But I 
repeat that the Board and their Law 
Advisers construed every Act of Par- 
liament in the narrowest possible spirit ; 
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aud as a result of their policy ~— 
useful Acts became dead 

many others feil far short of the bene- 
fit they were intended to confer when 
they were passed. I would impress 
upon the Secretary to the Treasury the 
necessity of looking into matters of this 
kind, and of having the legal decisions 
of the Board of Works in several 
matters reviewed, and I would also beg 
to caution him against accepting every 
statement he received from the Depart- 
ment as gospel, when he had occasion 
to make answers to Questions in this 
House. 

Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.): I 
wish to call attention to one of these 
pieces of work carried out by the Board 
of Works, and whica have been rightly 
described by an hon. Member as ancient 
monuments of the incapacity of the 
Board. I refer to the harbour of Ennis- 
crone. In 1883 the Report of the Board 
described the works as in a flourishing 
condition, as those Reports always did. 
65 piers and harbours, the Report 
said, were in course of construction, and 
32 were under contract. Again, in the 
Report of this year, Enniscrone Pier 
was referred to as progressing. But 
how is it pcepreiaings € The hon. Mem- 
ber for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton), a few 
days since, asked a Question on the sub- 
ject, and he was told by the Secretary to 
the Treasury that the works had ceased 
—temporarily ceased—in consequence of 
bad weather, and also in consequence of 
want of labour. 

Tae SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): I 
have no recollection of having said that. 
I think the hon. Member has a wrong 
impression. 

Mr. P. McDONALD: I am speaking 
from memory; but, unquestionably, the 
weather is a constant excuse in Ireland, 
and I think the Board of Works have 
made use of it in common with many 
other people. What the Report for 
next year may be I cannot say; but 
probably it will be that the work is pro- 
gressing favourably, though the work 
should have been completed last October. 
I would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
stimulate the Board of Works, and get 
their officer to give the necessary atten- 
tion to the subject, so that before the 
coming winter the necessary work may 
be completed, and the fishermen of the 
district may be afforded the means of 


Mr. Murphy 
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carrying on their difficult labour. LI also 
desire to ent the remarks of my 
hon. Friend in reference to the furniture 
contract of the Board. I have drawn 
attention to the subject in the H 
and I have elicited the fact that the 
practice of the Board of Works is to 
send round to a limited few—some half- 
dozen specially favoured contractors in 
Dublin, and these have the special pri- 
vilege alone of applying, as they alone 
have the means offered of tendering for 
the work. I was pleased to have from 
the late Government a promise that this 
practice shall no longer continue, and I 
hope that the present Government will 
equally carry out the desirable object 
that this work shall be thrown open for 
general contract, all traders in Dublin 
noe equal right to tender. I can 
say of the Board of Works that they 
mar and mismanage everything they 
touch. The Irish are, perhaps, the most 
Board-governed people in the world; 
but the worst of all the Boards that 
govern them is the Board of Works. 
The hon. Member for Dublin said very 
truly, awhile ago, that when the Com- 
missioners were entrusted with the carry- 
ing out of an Act of Parliament, instead 
of interpreting that Act according to the 
wishes of those who passed it in the 
fullest and most liberal sense, they 
rather sought to narrow it down to the 
smallest limits, throwing every obstacle 
possible in the operation of the Act. It 
is their endeavour how not to do it, 
rather than to discharge the duty in- 
trusted to them—rather to prevent than 
assist the carrying of an Act into effect. 
I hope the attention which has been 
drawn to the matter will have some 
effect on the work on Enniscrone Pier. 
Cotroye, NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
have to call attention to a small matter 
which arises in connection with the Vote. 
The Board of Works have taken posses- 
sion of the revenues of Galway Harbour. 
That harbour consists of a wet dock ; but 
loaded vessels have to lighten in the 
roads and reduce their draught of 14 or 
15 feet before they can enter. Now the 
Board of Works, since they have as- 
sumed authority, have allowed a sand 
bank to accumulate outside the dock, to 
the greatinconvenience, aslam informed, 
of those bringing vessels into port. The 
cost of removing the sand bank will not 
be more than from £50 to £100, an ex- 
penditure to which I anticipate there 
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will be no sort of objection ; and having 
called attention to the subject, I hope 
the Board. of Works, as the Harbour 
Authority, will provide the desired re- 


medy. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Leitrim, 8.): I have 
to complain of the action of the Board 
of Works in relation to the Town Com- 
missioners of Roscommon, who applied 
for a loan from the Reproductive D 
Fund, for the of obtaining a 
site for the building of a Town Hall, 
and for other purposes. After allowin 
eight or nine months to elapse, the Boar 
of Works would only sanction the loan 
on conditions that took away alli the ad- 
vantages conferred by the Act, requiring 
repayment of the principal within 25 
years instead of 35, and charging the 
maximum rate of interest, 2} per cent. 
Under the terms imposed, the yearly 
payments would be nearly double what 
they would be if the Board of Works 
acted in accordance with the spirit 
of the Act passed at the instance 
of the Member for North Roscom- 
mon (Mr. O’Kelly). When the Act 
was passing there was a proposal made 
that the rate of interest should be 
1 per cent; but this was resisted on the 
understanding that only as a maximum 
rate would the Board churge 24 per 
cent. I hope this matter will be en- 
quired into, and that the rules will be 
relaxed to allow of the operation of 
the Act in the spirit in which it was 
framed. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): I feel it 
my duty to call the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Committee to 
the circumstances of the Ballinamore 
Canal. This canal, some years ago, was 
constructed by the Board of Works; 
they were their own contractors, and 
when they thought the work was finished 
they passed the works, sending down an 
engineer of their own, who gave a cer- 
tificate from the Board to the Board as 
contractors. But it turns out that from 
that time until the present it has been 
a canal without water in some portions, 
and the bridges have been built so low 
that when the canal is full there is not 
room for the traffic to pass under; 
and so it remains a memorial of 
genius and ability, not tu say the in- 
tegrity and honesty, of the Board of 
Works from that day to now! I notice 
in the Estimate an item of £200 for 
Special Allowances. I do not know if 
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that is a similar sum to that given to 
the Board of Works for the certificate 
erroneously declaring this canal finished ; 
but I hope the Secretary to theTreasury 
will see to this, and take care thatin any 
schemes for the development of the re- 
sources of Ireland in the future this 
canal so imperfectly constructed by the 
Board of Works, and by the 
Board of Works, shall be perfected and 
put into working order. If, under a 
different state of affairs, any improve- 
ment in the future of Ireland’s trade 
and commerce should take place—and I 
expect it—I should not like to see the 
water ways neglected and dismantled. 
I know that in regard to this canal 
I differ from my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Cavan (Mr. Biggar), yet I 
maintain that if Ireland is properly 
governed there will be no road or 
water way that will not ultimately 
have sufficient trade and traffic. The 
Ballinamore Canal should not be dis- 
mantled until it is proved to be utterly 
worthless and useless. But it has never 
been put into proper working order, and 
therefore cannot be said to have failed. 
Another point to which I wish to call 
attention is in relation to the light rail- 
way from Beturbet to Ballinamore. 
During the last Administration I asked 
several Questions in relation to the rail- 
way bridges across this canal, and I re- 
ceived an assurance, which I hope the 
present Administration will renew, that 
these bridges should be of such a height 
that the water traffic would not be 


im : 

nr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, S8.): Mr. Courtney, it is well 
known that in Ireland there is not a 
more unpopular Body than the Board 
of Works—no Board more inefficient, 
or that gives more intense dissatis- 
faction in all parts of the Island. 
No individual ever has transactions 
with the Board who does not com- 


plain bitterly of its delay, obstruction, 


and inefficiency. By way of calling 
attention to this in an effectual manner 
I will move that the Vote for Salaries 
of Chairman and Commissioners be re- 
duced by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question put, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £17,559, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the Py? ending on 
the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 


ae De 
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and of the Office of Publie Works in 
her cr Donal Sullivan.) 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 72; 
Noes 155: Majority 83.—(Div. List, 
No. 35.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. W. J. OORBET (Wicklow, E.) : 
I am sorry in to have to refer to the 
Arklow Harbour works; but I shall 
be glad to have from the Secretary 
to the Treasury an assurance that the 
people of the district shall not be 
muleted in further expenses in conse- 
quence of the blunders of the Board of 
Works in connection with these works. 
I will not detain the Committee at 
length; but the facts are as follows :— 
The Treasury gave a grant of £15,000 
and a loan of £20,000 for making this 
harbour, and the works were carried 
out on the plan of the Board of Works 
in spite of the very strongly expressed 
objections to that plan from the people 
of Arklow. All this has been explained 
in Parliament. The result is that the 
pier went to pieces under the first stress 
of bad weather. The Treasury sent 
down special engineers, Messrs. Steven- 
son and Stoney, and from their Report 
on the matter it appears that a further 
expenditure of £10,000 will be required. 
Now, I want to get an assurance from 
the hon. Gentleman that this extra 
sum will not be added to the £20,000 
which the ratepayers of the district have 
undertaken to pay. I think it would be 
exceedingly unfair that when the people 
of the district have pointed out the mis- 
taken plan upon which the Board of 
Works are eer and when in the 
event it turns out that the people are 
rightand the Board of Works are wrong, 
it would be unreasonable to call upon 
the people to make up this extra sum. 
I am glad the noble Lord (Lord Ran- 
dolph Ohurchill) is present to hear the 
appeal; and I trust that such an act of 
injustice will not be perpetrated under 
such circumstances. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
once heard a Government official in Ire- 
land say the Board of Works were in- 
spired and directed by a diabolical in- 
genuity to do wrong. There has been 
no lack, in the course of this debate, of 
illustrations of the perversity, incapa- 
city, and I may say the malignity, of that 
Board. Yet Irish Members have only 
succeeded in evoking from the Treasury 
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Bench charges of Obstruction. We are 
charged with wasting the time of the 
House because we have devoted the 
greater part of a Wednesday Sitting 
to discussing the action of two Boards 
which have the management of the 
greater part of Irish affairs. As the 
most — awe ws in my power 

i is system 0: ing the just 
and well-founded praca oe of Trish 
Members, I beg to move the total re- 
jection of this Vote. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Vote be omitted” —-( Mr. 


Clancy.) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.): I desire to add my voice 
to that of my hon. Friend in the ex- 
pression of a hope that injustice will 
not be done to the people of Arklow by 
laying upon them the burden of a large 
sum of money not contemplated in the 
first estimate of the works, simply be- 
cause the Board of Works have blun- 
dered and acted in defiance of the advice 
and experience of the people of the dis- 
trict. ut was decided that a pier was to 
be erected, and plans were discussed as 
to the best method to adopt. The people 
of the district, fishermen for whom the 
harbour was to be built, were strongly 
of opinion that the plan of the engineer 
of the Board of Works was not the 
proper plan. They protested again and 
again against the work being proceeded 
with on that plan, and yet, in spite of 
the protests of the people thoroughly 
acquainted with all the local circum- 
stances, the Board of Works went dog- 
gedly on. Then the pier was wabeialh 
and it was proved beyond doubt that the 
disaster occurred in consequence of the 
advice and wishes of the people of Ark- 
low being disregarded. The expendi- 
ture of a further sum was necessary ; but 
the outlay should not fal: upon the 
people, who have contributed a large 
amount which the engineer has wasted. 
The Board of Works should provide the 
further sum required. At all events, I 
hope something will be said from the 
Treasury Bench by way of assurance 
that the Arklow people shall not suffer 
the loss. In reference to the charge of 
waste of time, I will say that there is 
not a single Irish Member who has 
spoken this day who was not actuated 
simply by the desire to ventilate what 
the Irish people consider grievances; 
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and to be told by the First Official in 
Treland that they, the Representatives 
of the people, are wasting the time of 
the House, is insulting language the 
Irish people will know how to appre- 
ciate. 

Tue SEORETARY to raz TREA- 
SURY = Jackson) (Leeds, N.): I 
am sure hon. Members who have argued 
omy and specifically to show thatthe 

ard of Works is wanting in efficiency 
will hardly expect me to follow them in 
detail. I hope hon, Members will ac- 
cept my assurance that although upon 
many points raised I have not answered 
them, yet I have noted all the instances, 
and I will, so far as I can, personall 
inquire into them. At Arklow Harbour 
work is proceeding. I do not quite 
understand the present position, and 
will make inquiries. I can hardly be 
expected at a moment’s notice to state 
whether the additional expenditure to 
which reference has been made shall be 
made a charge upon Arklow or not. 
But, generally, I may say the Govern- 
ment took the best means at their dis- 
posal to ascertain what were the wishes 
of the people of the district ; and, so far 
as I know, it was in accordance with 
these that the works for one pier were 
by my Predecessor ordered to proceed. 
I have made a note of all the objections 
urged, and will see that every case is 
fairly met. 

Mr. BARRY (Wexford, 8.): I should 
like to call the attention of the Secretary 
to the Treasury to a promise made by 
his Predecessor in reference to the har- 
bour works at Wexford. There was a 
strong feeling of dissatisfaction with the 

lan of the engineers to the Board of 
orks, and after the experience of Ark- 
low there was justifiable apprehension 
that the works at Kilmore would not be 
durable. The late Chief Secretary said 
a Government engineer should be sent 
to make an inspection; and I should 
like to get from the hon. Gentleman a 
renewal of the promise that a really 
competent engineer should be sent to 
inspect the works during their progress. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
do not suppose that I shall get credit 
for any such motive, but, as 1 have no 
wish to occupy time unnecessarily, I 
will not push my objection to the Vote 
to a division at thie hour of the day. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): I 
would direct the hon. Gentleman’s at- 
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tention to the harbour of Newcastle, 
County Down, which is y mis- 
managed by the Board of Works. By 
the works undertaken a bank has been 
created at the mouth of the harbour 
which prevents the harbour being 
turned to the purpose for which it was 
Suduenlacthecmadctent to = original 
esigns & system of dredgi 
was to have been carried out; but the 
neglect of this has rendered the harbour 
almost useless. 

— JAOKSON : This shall have a 
place among points upon which inqui 
shall be por a Pathe 

Mr. BARRY: I would remind the 
hon. Gentleman that he has not made 
the promise for which he has been asked 
in reference to the Wexford works. 

Mr. JACKSON: Without knowing 
what the promise is, it would be rash 
for me to undertake to carry it out. 
But I will undertake to ascertain what 
my Predecessor did promise, and then 
I can say whether I can see that promise 
fulfilled. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £5,126, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment — the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the 
Salaries and Expenses in the Department of 
eae se ose of agrealionl sed 

penses e ection icult an 
other Statistics in Ireland.” 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gel E.): I am rather sorry to have to 

raw attention to the Vote at this par- 
ticular time, for I am afraid I can hardly 
meet the justice of the case within the 
few minutes left for Business. I should 
not have felt it my duty to do so were it 
not for the fact that, during the last 
Parliament, 1 endeavoured to obtain the 
consent of the Treasury and of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland to the 
deferring of any definitive decision as 
to the reorganization of this icular 
Office until the House had an op- 
portunity of considering the matter. 
Therefore I feel bound, knowing the 
interest taken in it in Ireland, to bring 
the matter forward. It will be seen that 
for this service the sum taken last year 
is £16,126, and the Vote in the present 
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is of precisely the same amount. 
t will, therefore, a to anyone 
casually looking at it, that there has 
been “no alteration in the staff of 
the Department; but, as a matter of 
fact, the whole Department has been 
thoroughly altered and what is called 
reorganized — reorganized in such a 
manner that, with the same total sum, 
yet the manner of its distribution is 
altogether different, differently distri- 
buted, to an extent as to amount to a 
most flagrant and disgraceful job, a 
distribution altogether in the interests 
of a very small number of senior and 
superior officials, and to the detriment of 
the great body of the clerks in the Office. 
The staff of the Office consisted, until 
last December, or until April of the 
present year rather, of the Registrar 
General, the Secretary, who is also 
Assistant Registrar General, nine 
Superintendents, and the clerical staff. 
This clerical staff, consists of two 
first-class, nine second-class, and eight 
third-class clerks. That there was need 
of reorganization is unquestionable. 
The whole of the third-class are men of 
‘long service, ranging from 18 to 23 
years, and they have been at the 
maximum of their pay, which is only 
£200 a-year, fora great number of years. 
It is perfectly plain, then, that there was 
need of reorganization. These junior 
clerks made representations at different 
times of the grievances under which 
they suffered, and Commission after 
Commission held inquiry and made 
recommendations all in the direction of 
improving the condition of the juniors. 
But, when the work of reorganization 
was actually taken in hand, the interests 
_ of these men were most scandalously 
disregarded, and the only persons 
benefited at all were the Secre and 
two or three of the superior officials. I 
desire to draw the attention of the 
Committee to the fact that the Secretary, 
who used to have a maximum salary of 
£600, has been raised to a maximum of 
£800 in the present year, but to that 
figure a note is appended to the effect 
that this salary of £600 as a minimum 
to £800 as a maximum includes re- 
muneration for Census duty. Now, the 
Secretary obtained in connection with 
— Census of 1881 a bonus of £1,000; 
and, two years ago, in reply to a Ques- 
tion, the then Ohict ad for Ireland 


(Mr. Trevelyan) said it was not intended 
Mr. Arthur O’ Connor 
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to increase the pay of the 5 
Now the of the Secretary. has 
been in and the explanation is 


that the addition includes remuneration 
for Census duty. But there will not be 
another Census till eg, and it does 
a a most extraordi arrange- 
aaa that a man who sasibly mabe 
retired, possibly may have died before 
1891 comes round, should begin now to 
receive a salary in connection with the 
Census duty of that date. But it is not 
in connection with Census duty at all— 
that is a mere blind, a mere excuse, to 
enable the Department to escape from 
the promise of two years ago given by 
a responsible Minister of the Crown. 
The reorganization that took place is of 
a@ very uliar character. The first- 
class clerks and the Superintendents are 
to be called in future Superintendents. 
The second-class elerks who are allowed 
to remain in the Office are to be made 
Deputy Superintendents ; and the third- 
class clerks are placed in nothing like so 
favourable a position as that which up 
to last year they enjoyed. They have 
been thrown in, listed alphabetically, 
with a number of men called Lower 
Division clerks, 14 in number, who 
have not a status so good as the third- 
class clerks possess, but who are now to 
be admitted with them to such vacancies 
as may arise from time to time on the 
staff. But in the reorganization scheme 
it was arranged that the Registrar 
General should be allowed to fill up 
staff appointments, not from members of 
the clerical staff of his Department, but 
from outsiders whenever he thought fit 
todoso. Now, such an arrangement as 
that I will take upon myself to say, and 
I appeal to anyone conversant with the 
terms of service in the Civil Service, is 
altogether anomalous in connection with 
any Department in the country. It 
vested in an officer of no very great status 
a power of nomination and patronage 
which is not to be found in any other 
similar Department. It not only gives 
him exceptional power and patronage, 
but it altogether and very materially 
injures the vested interests of all the 
clerical staff. The objections I take to 
the reorganization scheme are these. 
The Registrar General and the Secretary 
are quite adequately paid under the old 
system ; there is no sufficient reason for 
increasing the pay of the Secretary at 
all; the colourable pretence that the in- 
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Fishery Piers and™ 
crease of Pay is on account of Census 
duty that will not begin for five years, is 
clearly nothing but a pretext. Now, all 
the juniors are underpaid. This has 
been recognized by Commission after 
Commission which has inquired into 
this Department, and not only are they 
underpaid, but for years they have been 
at theirmaximum. Now, while it is pro- 
posed to increase the power and patron- 
age of the Head of the Office and in- 
crease the salary of the Secretary, the 

ition of the juniors is materially 
injured. They get no; increase of |pay 
whatever, the maximum to which they 
are entitled to go is not raised, and their 
prospects of promotion are reduced by 
the reduction in the number of places to 
which they might look forw Such 
small number of staff appointments as 
are left are not freely open to them, for 
they may be filled ™P, not by promotion 
in due course from the clerical staff, but 
by outside nominees of the Registrar 
General. Andnotonly so, but these third- 
class clerks, who for so many years have 
been at their maximum, are not to be ex- 
clusively eligible for such posts as are 
given in the Department ; and whereas 
these posts open to the clerks used to be 
sight, these eight are reduced to five, 
and the number of aspirants are raised 
from eight to 23. These men, who have 
served for 18 or 23 years—— 


It being a quarter of an hour before 
Six of the clock, the Chairman left the 
Chair to report Progress. 


Resolutions to be reported 7o-morrow. 


Committee also report Progress; to 
sit again Zo-morrow. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Six o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, 16th September, 1886. 





MINUTES.]—Pvustiic Buis—First Readiny— 
Submarine Telegraph Act (1885) Amend- 
ment® (20); Disturbances at Belfast In- 
= (21); Expiring Laws Continuance * 
22 


Crneniin — Report — Secret Service (Repeal) * 
A 1 Orper Brris—Second Reading — 
Gas (No, 2)* (16); Public Health (Scotland) 
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Water) * (17); Tram No. 2)® 
ite Dameey y) 3)° 9). eset) 
Committee— Report — Third i 
Lighting * (13), and passed. 
Their Lordships met ;—and having 
gone through the Business on the Paper 
without debate, 


— Electric 


House adjourned at Four o'clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, 16th September, 1886. 





MINUTES. ]|—Surriy—considered in Committee 
—Crvm Service Estimates; Crass IL 
Sataries anD Expenses or Orvit Depart- 
ments, Vote 41; Crass III.—Law anp Jus- 
tice, Votes 21, 22, 25 to 29 & 31; Crags IV. 
— Epvcartion, Science, anp Art, Votes 1 
to 3,6 to 9 

Resolutions [September 15] reported. 

Pusuic Brtt— Withdrawn —Shop Hours Regu- 

lation * [40]. 


- QUESTIONS. 


—o—— 


FISHERY PIERS AND HARBOURS (IRE- 
LAND)—RED BAY PIER, CO. ANTRIM. 
Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, as the Red Bay Pier, 
county Antrim, constructed with Go- 
vernment money for the purpose of a 
fishery pier, or did the Government loan 
the money for its construction to any 
individual or Company; if the latter 
was the case, to whom was the loan 
granted, and has the loan been id 
in full; who has been authori to 
collect dues at the said pier; what 
amount has been collected and ex- 
ended on the keep up of the pier 
Dosing the last ten years; and, would a 
fishing fleet in the present day be ac- 
commodated within its shelter clear of 
dues ? 
Tae OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, this pier was constructed 
between 1848 and 1851, and the cost 
was defrayed by a grant from the Go- 
vernment of £3,500, and by a loan of 
£1,500, the whole of which has been 
repaid by the county. It was the duty 
of the Grand Jury of the County Antrim 
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to collect the tolls which, in the last 10 
years, amounted to £700. The cost of 
maintaining the pier during the same 
period was £1,052. The rates for all 
vessels was 2d. per registered ton, and 
there was no exception for fishing boats. 
The harbour was very small. 


JAPAN—CLAIMS OF BRITISH MER- 
CHANTS ON THE JAPANESE 
GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. GENT-DAVIS (Lambeth, Ken- 
nington) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether 
before signing the new Treaty between 
this Country and Japan, Her Majesty’s 
Government will press the Japanese Go- 
vernment for payment of the claims of 
Mr. J. Hartley, and other British mer- 
chants, who, contrary to the provisions 
of the existing Treaties between the 
two Countries, were prevented by the 
unlawful action of Japanese officials 
from selling in Japan goods upon which 
all Duty imports had been paid ? 

Tat UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
James Frercusson) (Manchester, N.E.) : 
Successive Secretaries of State have 
come to the conclusion that Mr. Hart- 
ley’s case was not such as would justify 
diplomatic interference. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND) — POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS IN CO. CAVAN. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.) asked the 
Postmaster General, Whether he can 
devise some means by which the mid- 
day Mail between Butlersbridge and 
Cavan shall be continued as heretofore ; 
and, whether he can reform the general 
internal postal arrangements of county 
Cavan ? 

Taz POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. ‘Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : 
As regards the local communication be- 
tween Cavan and adjacent towns in the 
same county, I regret that it is not prac- 
ticable to effect any improvement, the 
correspondence affected being too small 
in amount to admit of direct mails bein 
established. The mid-day mail to an 
from Butlersbridge was maintained by 
means of the car which, until last 
month, ran between Cavan and Bel- 
turbet ; but the contract for that service 
expired last month and it was then 
found practicable to afford Belturbet a 
better day mail by railway. The car 
has therefore been discontinued ; but, 
under all the circumstances, I have 
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Westminster. 
sanctioned an arrangement for restoring 
the day mail to and from Butlersbridge 
by other means. 


DEPRESSION OF TRADE AND IN- 
DUSTRY—REPORT OF THE 
ROYAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. OCTAVIUS MORGAN (Batter- 
sea) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
uer, When the Report of the Royal 
Camnsitenion appointed to inquire into 
the Depression of Trade and Industry is 
likely to be issued? 

Taz CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypotrn Oxvurcui11) 
(Paddington, S.): I have made inquiry 
and I understand the Commissioners 
are now considering their Report. But 
it is difficult to say accurately the exact 
period at which the Report will be 
issued. There may, moreover, be some 
technical difficulty as to the publication 
of the Report when Parliament is not 
sitting. It may have to be laid in 
dummy, or it may be issued by the 
Stationery Office, if it is to be brought 
before the public. But both these pro- 
ceedings are rather irregular, and I am 
at present considering how the difficul- 
ties attending them may be overcome. 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—CON- 
STABLES ON DUTY. 


Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, The number of con- 
stables now on duty in and about the 
precincts of this House, and the cost 
thereby incurred ? 

Tue SEORETARY or STATE (Mr. 
MartrueEws) (Birmingham, E.): There 
are on duty, during the Session, inside 
and outside the House of Commons, in- 
cluding the crossings at Parliament 
Street and Bridge Street, three Inspec- 
tors, eight sergeants, 172 coustables. 
These men, owing to the nature of their 
duties, receive an increased rate of pay, 
amounting in all to £2,674 lls. extra 
cost. There is, of course, besides that, 
the ordinary pay of that number of men. 
The total cost is nearly at the rate of 
£17,000 a-year while the House is 
sitting. During the Recess the expen- 
diture is at the rate of £9,406 a-year. 
Various circumstances have occurred, as 
the hon. Member knows, which make it 
necessary to give special protection to 
the Houses of Parliament. 














Medals for the 


Mr. BRADLAUGH :. Will the right 
bon. and learned Gentleman say what 
is the increased cost owing to the special 
circumstances—that is, the additional 
number of the force owing to these cir- 
cumstances ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am not able to 
inform the hon. Member of that. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY — THE 
POLICE AT GLIN, CO. LIMERICK. 
Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Limerick, W.) 

asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether Con- 

stables Banahan and O’Sullivan were 

charged by Sergeant O’Brien, at Petty 

Sessions held in Glin, county Limerick, 

on the 24th of June, with being in a 

licensed public-house during prohibited 

hours; whether, after hearing evi- 
dence, the magistrates (four in num- 
ber) were unanimous in dismissing the 
case, expressing their opinion that Ser- 
geant O’Brien fad made a ‘ great mis- 
take,”’ and that the constables left the 
Court without the slightest imputation 
resting on them ; whether these men 
were transferred to obseure country 
stations on the 18th of August; whe- 
ther the police station in Glin is under 
the charge of Sergeant O’Brien, and 
was inspected in May by District In- 
spector Harrison and reported all right, 
although at the time of the said inspec- 
tion Sergeant O’Brien was violating cer- 
tain police regulations, which, being 
subsequently reported to County In- 
spector Cameron, the sergeant has been 
compelled to discontinue; and, whether 

Sergeant O’Brien will be permitted to 

remain in charge of the police station in 

Glin? 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said: The con- 
stables Banahan and O’Sullivan were 
charged in themannerstated in the Ques- 
tion of the hon. Member, and the charge 
was dismissed, one of the magistrates ex- 

ressing the opinion that the constables 
eft the Court without the slightest stain 
on their character. They have since 
been transferred in the course of the 

Public Service, at the public expense, 

to fill vacancies in other stations, which 

are considered to be good average 


stations. There was a violation of cer- 
tain police regulations on the part of 
Sergeant O’Brien at the time of the in- 
spection of his station by District In- 
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spector Harrison, who did not then be- 
ye a nm uainted with sree py oa on 

eir since reported, Sergeant 
O’Brien 4 in consequence thereof, 
been put under orders of removal from 
the station at his own expense, and has 
been permanently deprived of a valuable 
privilege which he had previously en- 
joyed. 


LUNATIC ASYLUMS (IRELAND)—RICH- 
MOND LUNATIC ASYLUM. 

Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, What is the 
number of patients in the Richmond 
Lunatic Asylum; how many of them 
are Catholics; how many medical offi- 
cers are attached to the staff of the 
Asylum, and how many of them are 
Catholics; and, whether he will take 
steps to provide for the appointment of 
at least one Catholic medical officer in 
the Institution ? 

Tue OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnazt Hicxs-Bracn) (Bristol, W.): 
There are in the Richmond Lunatic 
Asylum 1,094 patients, of whom 907 
are Catholics. There are five medical 
officers, one of whom is a Catholic. The 
only appointment for which the Govern- 
ment is directly responsible is that of 
the Resident Medical Superintendent. 
The gentleman recently selected for that 
post by the late Government is, I be- 
lieve, a Protestant; but I have not 
heard of any objections to the appoint- 
ment on that or any other peor 

Mr. W. J. CORBET asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman was aware that 
the Roman Chatholic chaplain experi- 
enced great difficulty in not having a 
medical officer to consult in reference to 
the administration of the Sacraments? 
He wished to point out that there was 
no Catholic medical officer. The only 
Catholic there was a surgeon, and not a 
medical officer. 

Str MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH, in 
reply, said, he was not aware of the facts 
stated by the hon. Member. 


CENTRAL ASIA—MEDALS FOR THE 
ZHOB VALLEY EXPEDITION, 1884. 
Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 

meath, 8.) asked the Secretary of State 

for War, Why the officers and men who 
took part in the Zhob Valley Expedi- 
tion of 1884 under Sir O. V. Tanner re- 
ceived neither medal, batta, nor recog- 
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nition of any kind, though the cam- 
paign was successful in aa _ ? 

Taz UNDER SEORETARY of 
STATE ror INDIA (Sir Jonny Gorsr) 
(Chatham) (who replied) said: Similar 
Questions were asked on May 4, 1885, 
and March 16, 1886. On each occasion 
it was stated that the services of the 
troops who took part in the Zhob Valley 
a were recognized by the ap- 
probation of the Government of India 
and of the Secretary of State in Council. 
No further recognition is by the Secre- 
tary of State deemed expedient. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 
1885 ADVANCES. 

Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, How much of the 
£5,000,000 authorised to be issued by 
“The Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 
1885,” has been advanced by the Irish 
Land Commission; and, if the balance 
of the £5,000,000 is exhausted before 
the next Session of Parliament, whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
introduce a Bill providing money for 
further advances under that Act in the 
next Session of Parliament? 

Tae OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnart Hicxs-Bracu) (Bristol, W.) : 
I find that, down to the 13th instant, 
loans under the Purchase Act amount- 
ing to £1,778,858 have been applied 
for ; £1,163,451 have been sanctioned ; 
and £518,885 actually issued. This is so 
far satisfactory ; but it scarcely affords 
sufficient grounds for arriving at the con- 
clusion that the whole of the £5,000,000 
will have been exhausted before the 
next Session arrives. Should the fact, 
however, prove otherwise, and the Act 
work satisfactorily, as we hope it will, 
that will be a subject which will occupy 
the early attention of the Government 
with a view to any legislation that may 
be required. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (IRE- 
LAND)—POLLING PLACES IN SOUTH 
DONEGAL. 

Mz. B. KELLY (Donegal, 8. )asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord ieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether, in the division of 
South Donegal, the nearest polling-place 
for a large number of registered voters, 
viz. those sty fs the Glencolumbkille 
district, are obliged, in the case of a 
contested election for that division, to 
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(Ireland). 


come to Killybegs, a place upwards of 
25 miles distant, to record their votes; 
whether the town of Carrick is about 
midway between Glencolumbkille and 
Killybegs; and, having regard to the 
fact that upwards of 1,000 voters would 
be saved fatigue, inconvenience, and ex- 

ense by being obliged to travel to Killy- 
Same when they might record their votes 
at Carrick, he would endeavour that at 
future elections due provision will be 
made for having polling booths in the 
town of Carrick ? 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity), Sova replied): Many voters in 
the Killybegs district undoubtedly have 
to travel long distances to record their 
votes, although the distances are not so 
great as that suggested by the Question, 
and for some of these voters Carrick 
would be a more convenient polling 
place; but, as I have already stated, in 
answer to a former Question, it would 
require legislative authority to add an- 
other polling place to those that have 
been desks fixed. 


GENERAL REGISTER HOUSE, EDIN- 
BURGH—ENGROSSING CLERKS. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Kerry, E.) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, Whether, 
with reference to the reform of the status 
of the temporary writers, it is proposed 
to embrace the engrossing clerks in Her 
Majesty’s General Register House, Edin- 
burgh, in the scheme, since they are 
paid by their writings and by Govern- 
ment money, and since their employ- 
ment is of a temporary character ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): I am not prepared to 
admit that there is any real similarity 
between these men and Civil Service 
copyists. The clerks named are ap- 
pointed by the Head of the Department 
which employs them; they are paid by 
the piece and at much higher rates than 
copyists. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—TELEGRAPH 
STATION AT MAGUIRESBRIDGE, 
CO. FERMANAGH. 


Mr. H. CAMPBELL (Fermanagh, 
8.) asked the Postmaster General, Whe- 
ther the telegraph wire connectin 
Brooksborough with Lisnaskea is erect 
within a few yards of Maguiresbrid 
county Fermanagh ; and, if so, will he 














Law and 


aecommodate the 
by opening a 
guiresbridge ? 

Taz POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr, Ratxes) (Cambridge University) : 
In reply to the hon. Member, I -have to 
state that the wire which serves Brooks- 
borough and Lisnaskeaservesalso several 
other offices, and would not bear the 
addition of Maguiresbridge. I have 
had inquiry made as to the most econo- 
mical way of extending the telegraph to 
Maguiresbridge; but I regret to find 
that the revenue which it is estimated 
would be derived from the office would 
not cover the working expenses. It is 
not within my power, therefore, to estab- 
lish a telegraph office, unless a guarantee 
be forthcoming to secure the Post Office 
against loss. The guarantee would have 
to be fixed at £34 a-year, under an 
agreement for seven years. 
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ple of the locality 
egraph office at Ma- 


WAR DEPARTMENT—MILITARY 
STORES AND EQUIPMENTS—CONSTI- 
TUTION OF THE COMMISSION. 
Coronet DUNCAN (Finsbury, Hol- 
born) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, Whether he is able as yet to state 
the names of the members of the Com- 
mission promised by him to consider 
complaints received during the past five 
years as to Military Stores and Equip- 
ments ; and, whether he can state to the 
House the instructions in detail which he 
proposes to give to the Commission ? 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smirx) (Strand, Westminster) : 
Yes, Sir. The names of the Royal Com- 
missioners will be Sir James Fitzjames 
Stephen, one of the Judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division of the High Court of 
Justice ; Lieutenant General Sir Archi- 
bald Alison, K.O.B.; Vice Admiral 
Nowell Salmon, ©.B.; Sir Walter B. 
Barttelot, Bart., M.P.; and Dr. Percy, 
F.R.8., who has been nominated as the 
most eminent metallurgist of the day by 
the President of the Royal Society. The 
Reference to the Royal Commission will 
be in the following terms :—To. inquire 
into and report upon the system under 
which the patterns of warlike stores are 
adopted, and the stores obtained, and 
passed into Her Majesty’s Service; and 
to pr wre whether any improvement can 
be effected in that system ; also to inquire 
into and report upon the complaints 
which have Hie made since the Ist of 
July, 1881, as to any warlike stores then 
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or now in use in Her Majesty's Service ; 
and to os as to the persons, if any, 
responsible for any defects which they 
may find to have existed during the 
same period in the warlike stores 

into the Service. I may add that a 
Schedule or Abstract will be carefully 
prepared showing all complaints made 
as to warlike stores that have reached 
the War Department during the last 
five years, and that it will be submitted 
to the Royal Commission. 


LAW AND JUSTICE—REGISTRATION 
OF FIREARMS—LEGISLATION. 

Mr. HULSE (Salisbury) asked the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, Whether, in view of the numerous 
cases of homicide and attempted homi- 
cide caused by the indiscriminate posses- 
sion and use of firearms in Great Bri- 
tain, the Government would see their 
way to the introduction of a short mea- 
sure, during the present Session, en- 
forcing compulsory registration upon all 
persons in possession of firearms, and 
also registration by the vendors of all 
purchasers, and the ostensible purpose 
for their use of firearms ? 

Mr. HOWARD VINCENT (Shef- 
field, Central): Before my right hon. 
Friend answers this Question, I should 
like to ask him, upon the same subject, 
If he will consider during the Recess 
the adoption by the Government of a 
Bill, of which I gave Notice at the com- 
mencement of this Session, for the better 
prevention of the felonious use of fire- 
arms and other dangerous weapons, by 
providing a minimum sentence of penal 
servitude for those persons found guilty 
of crime, and having in their possession 
at the time of their arrest any such 
weapon ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.) : The Go- 
vernment do not see their way during 
the present Session to introduce a mea- 
sure such as that indicated by my hon. 
Friend (Mr. Hulse). ‘The police autho- 
rities are of opinion that the enactments 
of the Gun Licence Act, 1870, should be 
enforced, but that a system of registra- 
tion of firearms would fail in practice in 
large cities. The Government will cer- 
tainly consider during the Recess whe- 
ther they can, or cannot, adopt the Bill 
prepared by my hon. and learned Friend 
the Member for Sheffield (Mr. Howard 
Vincent). 
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CIVIL SERVICE ESTABLISHMENTS— 
SALARIES, 

Mrz. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether, pending the Report 
of the Royal Commission of Inquiry into 
the Civil Service Establishments, he will 
refuse to sanction an increase of any 
official salary of £400 per annum and 
upwards (the usual annual increments 
excepted) ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or tnt EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn CxvRcHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): I cannot give the 
hon. Member any absolute, definite, or 
binding pledge on the subject. But he 
may be certain that if any application 
for an increase of salary of the amount 
mentioned in the Question is laid before 
me, I should be largely influenced in its 
consideration by the fact that a State in- 
quiry into this Department was going on. 


CIVIL SERVICE WRITERS. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether, having regard to the 
fact that the case of the Civil Service 
Writers has been under the considera- 
tion of the Treasury for thirteen months 
past, and that frequently during that 
period hopes have been encouraged that 
a final settlement would be immediately 
arnounced, he will make provisional ar- 
rangements whereby the Writers will 
not suffer by the further delay that must 
necessarily take place before the new 
Royal Commission on the Civil Service 
can make its Report; and, whether, in 
such arrangements, special regard will 
be had to the insecure position of men 
of long service, and the total absence, 
in their case, of any system of graduated 
payment ? 

Tue SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.) (who 
replied) said: Yes, Sir, as soon as 
the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on the case of the Civil Ser- 
vice writers is received we shall forth- 
with take it into consideration ; and we 
propose to give effect to our decision, so 
far as we can do so, without prejudice 
to general questions of principle, which 
must be reserved for the consideration 
of the Royal Commission. 


COAL MINES—THE LEIGH COLLIERY 
EXPLOSION. 

Mr. BURT (Morpeth) asked the Se- 

cretary of State for the Home Depart- 
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ment, If he has received a communication 
from the —— prea Legare 
expressing dissatisfaction that no 
gentleman has been appointed to attend 
the adjourned inquest connected with 
the explosion at Leigh Oolliery ; and, 
whether, considering the great import- 
ance of that inquiry, he will follow the 
custom which has been usual of late 
years in serious colliery explosions, and 
send such a representative to watch the 
proceedings ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
MarrHews) (Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir, I have received such a communica- 
tion; but I have also received a subse- 
quent letter, in which the Federation 
express full confidence in the ability of 
the gentlemen who are conducting the 
inquiry, a confidence which I fully share. 
If the inquest should not satisfactorily 
dispose of all the questions upon which 
information is important, I will avail 
myself of the power given by the Act of 
last Session, and direct an independent 
inquiry attended by a legal representa- 
tive. 


PRISONS ACT (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
—SITE OF COLDBATH FIELDS 
PRISON. 


Mr. J. ROWLANDS (Finsbury, E.) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether the Metro- 
politan Board of Works have stated to 
the Government their reasons for de- 
clining to purchase the site of the Cold- 
bath Fields Prison; whether the price 
for which he offered the site of Coldbath 
Fields Prison to the Middlesex Justices 
of the Peace, and the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, was £186,960; and, 
whether the offer at that price was de- 
clined ; and, if so, is he now prepared 
to sell the site to the local authorities 
for a smaller sum, provided that they 
are prepared to erect artizans dwellings 
upon it ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Matruews) (Birmingham, E.): The 
reason stated by the Metropolitan Board 
of Works for declining to buy the site 
of Coldbath Fields Prison was that they 
had already set apart several pieces of 
ground within a very short distance of 
the prison as sites for improved dwell- 
ings for working people. The site was 


offered to the Middlesex Justices at the 
price named by the hon. Member— 
namely, £186,960. The Metropolitan 
Board of Works were merely asked if 
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they were disposed to enter into n 
tiations with the Secretary of State. 
The Local Authority has now been in- 
formed that the Home Office will enter- 
tain any offer that they have to make 
with a view to the purchase of the site. 


INLAND REVENUE DEPARTMENT— 
OUTDOOR BRANCH. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Leitrim, 8.) asked 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Whe- 
ther he is aware that, in the outdoor 
branch of the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment, widespread discontent prevails 
owing to the officials’ insufficient salaries 
and bad prospects of promotion; and, 
whether he will take steps to remedy 
this state of affairs, so detrimental to 
the interests of the taxpayers of the 
United Kingdom ? 

Tut SECRETARY to roe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.) (who 
replied) said: In reply to this Question 
I can only say that I am not aware 
that— 

‘* Widespread discontent prevails in the In- 
land Revenue Department owing to the officials’ 
insufficient salaries and bad prospects of pro- 
motion,” 
nor do I think that that is a fair de- 
scription of the position of affairs. I 
have nothing to add to the reply which 
I gave on the 13th instant to a Question 
put by the hon. Member for Preston 
(Mr. Tomlinson). 


INDIA (MADRAS)—THE GARSTIN 
DACOITY CASE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Monaghan, 
N.) asked the Under Secretary of State for 
India, Whether the Chief Justice of Ma- 
dras in summing up the evidence in the 
Garstin-Dacoity case, animadverted in 
open court on the behaviour of the 
second and third members of the Madras 
Board of Revenue in taking down and 
publishing, extra officially, a statement 
made by a native lad to the effect that 
the principal collector and chief magis- 
trate of the Madura district, a member 
of their own service, the Madras 
Covenanted Civil Service, was in the 
habit of taking bribes and had incited 
certain parties to commit a robbery and 
murderous assault on the Queen’s high- 
way; and, whether these two gentle- 
men have been called on to explain 
their conduct ? ; 

Tae UNDER SEORETARY (Sir 
Joun Gorsr) (Chatham): The Secre- 
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tary of State has no official information 
on the subject, but he will cause inquiry 
to be made. 


POST OFFICE—MAJOR AND MINOR 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) asked the Post- 
master General, Whether he ‘is aware 
that great disappointment exists in the 
minor departments of the Post Office at 
the present system of dividing the Post 
Office into major and minor departments, 
by which all promotion is stopped from 
the latter or working staff to the former 
or executive staff; and, whether, in the 
interests of the Public Service, he will 
recommend an alteration of this system, 
and introduce some more satisfactory 
method of Frenne in the minor de- 

ents 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Raikes) (Cambridge University): The 
hon. Member has placed on the Paper 
to-day and to-morrow Notice of no less 
than six Questions, affecting not only the 
principles on which the Post Office is 
administered, but even in some cases 
the operation of the Orders in Council 
which regulate the Civil Service of the 
Crown. It would be impossible, within 
the limits of answers to Questions, to 
make the House thoroughly conversant 
with these matters of principle, or to do 
justice to the issues which are raised. 

think, therefore, the better course 
would be if the hon. Member would call 
at the Post Office, when I shall be glad 
to depute an officer of the Department 
to explain to him the principles to which 
I have referred and give him the in- 
formation which he requires. There is 
one observation, however, which I should 
like to make—namely, that it is not the 
custom of the Department to place money 
about to test the honesty of the officials. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman permit me 
to ask him, whether he is disposed to 
remove the barrier which now exists 
between the minor and major Depart- 
ments of the Post Office ? 

Mr. RAIKES: The Question of 
the hon. Member is a very delicate 
besides being a large one, and I 
have not fully considered it. It 
would be entirely out of my power to 
move in such a matter, without the 
sanction of the Government, and pro- 
bably getting the assent of Parliament. 
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The Question should rather be addressed 
to the Leader of the House. 


MERCANTILE MARINE—COASTING 
LIGHT DUES IN THE CHANNEL— 
BUNKER COAL. 

Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland) asked 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade, If 
he is aware that, in consequence of the 
re-imposition of the charge for coasting 
light dues on vessels putting into the 
English Channel and other ports for a 
supply of coal, several shipowners in- 
structed their captains to call at Cher- 
bourg, where coal can be had as cheap 
as in British Channel ports, and free of 
all port dues; and, whether, seeing that 
the French Government are acting thus 
liberally, Her Majesty’s Government will 
instruct the Trinity House authorities 
to remit the existing tax for light dues 
on all vessels calling at British ports 
for bunker coal ? 

Mr. DONKIN (Tynemouth) asked the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, Whe- 
ther the Government will reconsider the 
decision to impose Light Dues on ships 
calling at Home Ports for the purpose 
of taking in bunker coals, in view of 
the fact that such regulation imposes a 
very severe tax on British shipping ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henay 
Dz Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The Board of Trade have no knowledge 
of any instructions issued by shipowners 
such as are alluded to by the hon. Mem- 
ber (Mr. Gourley); but any instructions 
which may have been issued cannot be 
rightly described as being in consequence 
of the ‘re-imposition” of the charge 
for light dues on vessels putting into 
British ports for the purpose of coal- 
ing, because, as a matter of fact, there 
has been no such “ re-imposition.”’ 
Under the existing law, vessels which 
enter a port of the United Kingdom in 
distress, or which, owing to stress of 
weather, require, as a condition of their 
safe arrival at their destination, any 
necessary outfit, including coal, are not 
liable to pay light dues. No attempt 
has been made, or is} proposed, to inter- 
fere with this privilege, nor has any 
liability for li ht dues been imposed 
upon any vessels hitherto exempt. It 
has, however, come to the knowledge of 
the Board of Trade that vessels leay- 
ing one foreign port bound to another 
foreign’ port have started with a short 
supply of coal, knowing that they would 


Mr. Raikes 
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ass a of the United Kingdom, 
here Pa could obtain coal more 
economically, by which proceeding they 
, in many cases, avoid payment of 
light dues. Others, again, havecomesome 
distance out of their direct course for 
the pupose of filling up their bunkers 
with coal at a British port, and there is, 
therefore, good reason to fear that the 
exemption meant to apply only to vessels 
in distress, is being claimed for vessels 
not so situated. As an instance of the 
latter, I may mention a vessel which, 
on her way from Bilbao to the United 
States, actually put into Cardiff—being 
about 400 miles out of her course—for 
the purpose of coaling. It is obvious 
that such vessels obtain a benefit from 
the lights equal to that obtained by 
vessels bound to or from British ports, 
and are not, under the existing law, 
entitled to exemption from light dues, 
and the payment of these dues must, 
therefore, necessarily be enforced. The 
Board of Trade have no power to exempt 
vessels calling at British ports for bunker 
coal from the payment of any light 
dues for which they are legally liable. 
Any such exemption, if made at all, 
must be made by an Order of Her Ma- 
jesty in Council. No such exemption 
seems to have been contemplated by 
“The Merchant Shipping Act, 1854,” 
under the powers of which light dues 
are collected, nor does there appear to 
be any sufficient reason for granting to 
shipping bound to or from foreign ports, 
and calling for their own convenience 
or economical reasuns, the gratuitous 
use and benefit of the British lights, 
which would, in that case, have to be 
maintained for them by the rest of the 
British trade by means of increased 
light dues. The Board of Trade do not, 
under these circumstances, see their 
way to advise the exemption from the 
light dues of all vessels calling for 
bunker coal not being in distress; but 
in the case of vessels putting into a 
British port bond fide in distress, the 
mere taking in of bunker coal sufficient 
to enable them to complete their original 
roysee would not in itself render them 
liable for dues. 


In reply to a further Question, 


Baron HENRY DE WORMS said, 
that the President of the Board of 
Trade had consented to receive a deputa- 
tion with whom he would confer on the 
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subject to which the Questions of the 
hon. Members had reference. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT—INQUIRY 
AT KILMALLOCK UNDER 
THE AOT. 
Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Limerick, W.) 
(for Mr. Finucane) asked the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


land, Whether Mr. Posnett, Local Go- | ( 


vernment Board Arbitrator under the 
Labourers’ Act, held an inquiry in Kil- 
mallock on the 3rd of August last; if 
so, has he sent his draft award yet to the 
said Union ; and, if not, for what reason ; 
and, will he be directed to do so imme- 
diately, so as to enable the Guardians to 
proceed at once with the erection of the 
labourers’ cottages ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuazt Hicxs-Bracu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, the hon. Member had 
placed the Question on the Paper the 
other day, but was absent, and then it 
was asked by some other hon. Member, 
and he (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 
answered it. 


EDUCATION (IRELAND)—LIMERICK 
MODEL SCHOOL. 

Mr. H. J. GILL (Limerick) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, What has been the average 
attendance at the Limerick Model School 
for the last three months; what propor- 
tion of those are Catholics; what is the 
cost of the Model School in Limerick ; 
and, whether the Government intend to 
make any change in its constitution, 
with a view to making it available for 
the great body of the population ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuatt Hicxs-Bracn) (Bristol, W.) : 
The average attendance at the Limerick 
Model School for the past three months 
has been 157°4. Of the 224 children on 
the rolls last month 34 were Catholics. 
The cost of the school in the year to 
March 31 last was £1,093 14s.8d¢. This 
included the support of seven resident 
pupil teachers. The constitution of this 
school can, of course, only be considered 
as a part of the whole system of model 
schools, which is a very large question. 


BOWLING GREEN MILLS, CO. GALWAY 
—REPORT OF COLONEL SMITH, R.E. 
Mr. PINKERTON (Galway) asked 


the Secretary to the beams y? 6 he can 
state thereason why Colonel Smith, R.E., 
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did not include the Bowling Green Mills, 
Galway, in his Report to the 

in 1879; whether Colonel Smith was 
precluded by his instructions from in- 
quiring into the case of those mills; 
and, whether the Treasury is prepared 
to lay Colonel Smith’s Report upon the 
Table of the House ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Mr. a 
Leeds, N.), in reply, said, he ha 
looked into the voluminous Papers re- 
lating to the case, and he found that the 
mills alluded to were dealt with by 
Colonel Smith in 1879, his instructions 
se Bacar pomp them with other cases. 
His Report, so far as it was of a public 
character, was communicated in 1880 to 
those locally interested, and he (Mr. 
Jackson) saw no reason for now present- 
ing it to Parliament. He might add 
that the particular point about which 
complaint was made had been re- 
peatedly investigated by his Predeces- 
sors in Office, and their conclusion had 
always been that nothing more could 
be done in the matter than had been 
already done. 

Mr. PINKERTON asked if the hon. 
Member was aware that the building 
mentioned had been excluded from 
Colonel Smith’s Report, and that no 
remuneration had been given ? 


[No reply. ] 


RIVER POLLUTION—POLLUTION OF 
THE THAMES—HOUSE-BOATS. 

Mr. H. 8S. WRIGHT (Nottingham, 
8.) asked the President of the Local 
Government Board, Whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the pollution 
of the river Thames by the increasing 

ractice of persons living in ‘‘ house- 

oats,”’ moored in the river at various 
places along its whole navigable course 
above Teddington Lock, during the 
Summer months ? 

Tue PRESIDENT (Mr. Rironte) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): The 
Conservators of the River Thames, 
under the Thames Preservation Act of 
last year, are empowered to make regu- 
lations for the prevention of the pollu- 
tion of the river by the sewage of any 
house-boat or steam launch. They have 

repared a bye-law which will render 
Fable to a penalty any person who pol- 
lutes the river by casting into it an 
offensive matter. This bye-law, wit 
others, is now 2 tn | the approval of 
Her Majesty in Council. 
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- HOUSE-BOATS—EXEMPTION FROM IM- 
PERIAL AND LOCAL TAXATION. 

Mr. H. 8. WRIGHT (Nottingham, 
8.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 

uer, Whether the occupiers of ‘‘house- 

ats” on the river Thames, or on other 
rivers in the United Kingdom, are 
exempt from both local and Imperial 
taxation in respect of such “ house- 
boats;”’ and, whether he will consider the 
expediency of imposing Licence Duties 
on such boats according to their tonnage? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or true EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn CuHuRCHILL) 
(Paddington, 58.): The occupants of 
house-boats on the River Thames are 
not liable to Imperial taxation in respect 
of them, and there is not, I think, any 
occasion to impose taxation, because the 
amount that would be collected would 
be insignificant. I understand that under 
the bye-laws of the Thames Conservancy, 
and under Section II. of the Thames 
Preservation Act, 1885, it is intended to 
charge registration fees with respect to 
these house-boats. 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) asked the President of 
the Local Government Board how many 
the house-boats on the Thames num- 
bered? ‘Werethere more than 60 or 70 
all told ? 

Tae PRESIDENT (Mr. Rrrcure), in 
reply, said, that he did not know the 
number. 


THE MAGISTRACY (IRELAND)— 
FINTONA COURTHOUSE— 
MR, SPROULE, J.P. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether his attention has 
been directed to the proceedings at Fin- 
tona Courthouse on ented last; whe- 
ther it is true that two police constables 
swore that Mr. Sproule, J.P. was 
staggering drunk on the previous night ; 
and, whether the statements sworn to in 
Court by Mr. Sproule were contradicted 
on oath by several respectable witnesses; 
and, if so, whether he will direct the at- 
tention of the Lord Chancellor to Mr. 
Sproule’s conduct, or what other course 
it is intended to take in the matter? 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said, he had been 
inquiring into the matter, but he hed 
not yet received sufficient information to 
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enable him to answer the Question... If 
the hon. Member put it down for Mon- 
day, he would endeavour to answer it. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY — DIS- 
TRICT INSPECTOR DAVIS OF 
LOUGHREA, CO. GALWAY —AL- 
LEGED REFLECTION ON OATHO. 
LIC CLERGYMEN. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether District In- 
spector Davis of Loughrea said on Mon- 
day 13th instant to a number of men, 
whom he had under arrest, that the 
Parish Priest of Woodford and his 
curate are blackguards; and, if so, 
whether Davis will be reprimanded and 
made to apologise to the Rev. gentle- 
men ? 

Tae OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnaet Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
District Inspector Davis states that he 
never made use of the language imputed 
to him in this Question; and the In- 
spector General informs me that, from 
his own knowledge of that officer, he 
believes he would be one of the last 
men who would be guilty of using such 
offensive language. 

Mr. SHEEHY asked if the question 
had been asked of the man himself? 
Had he been asked ? 

Sir MICHAEL HIOKS - BEACH : 
District Inspector Davis has been asked 
whether he made use of the language, 
and he denied it. 


CHANNEL FISHERIES—FISHERIES RE- 
GULATION, 1843—DETENTION OF 
ENGLISH FISHING VESSELS AT 
HAVRE. 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, N.E., Harwich) 
asked the under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, If he can give any 
further information to the House as to 
the cause of the recent detention of 
Essex fishing vessels at Havre; and, 
whether there is any ground for the 
complaint by the French authorities of 
alleged illegal fishing ? 

Tue UNDER SEORETARY (Sir 
James Feravusson) (Manchester, N.E.) : 
The Minister of Marine has directed the 
charge against the smacks to be with- 
drawn, and has ordered the boats to be 
released. There does not appear to 


have been an prowmiiiee the statement 
‘as to illegal ashing. o further infor- 





mation as to the cause of detention has 
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been received. It would be well to bear 
in mind that the boats acted contrary 
to the Convention of 1843 in entering 
Havre, though the proceedings of the 
Local Authorities were harsh, consider- 
ing that the Regulation thus ee 
had been allowed to fall, practically, 
into abeyance. 

Mr. ROUND asked whether it could 
not be arranged between the two coun- 
tries that respectable English fishermen 
should run no risk of imprisonment 
when they were compelled to enter 
French ports for the purpose of obtain- 
ing necessary supplies ? 

Sm JAMES GUSSON, in reply, 
said, that the attention of the Secretary 
of State was being given to this matter. 


MERCANTILE MARINE—UNCLAIMED 
WAGES OF SEAMEN. 

Coronet HILL (Bristol, 8.) asked the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, If he 
will state the total sum that has been 
paid into the Oonsolidated Fund on ac- 
count of unclaimed wages of seamen, 
and also on account of deceased seamen’s 
effects ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
Dz Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The receipts from unclaimed wages of 
living seamen have amounted to 
£3,591 9s. 10d., and were paid to the 
Exchequer as an extra receipt on the 
Vote for Relief of Distressed Seamen. 
The sums paid over for wages and 
effects of deceased seamen have amounted 
to £250,900 19s. 4d. This latter sum 
was formerly payable to the ~*~ 
under the Merchant Seamen’s Winding 
Up Act, 1851; but since April, 1883, 
they have been payable to the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund, under the Merchant 
Shipping (Expenses) Act, 1882. I may 
add that the net cost of winding up the 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund up to De- 
cember, 1884, reached £1,007,266, which 
sum was provided by Votes of Parlia- 
ment. 


WAR DEPARTMENT—ARMY QUARTER- 
MASTERS. 

Ootonzet DUNCAN (Finsbury, Hol- 
born) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, Whether he is now in a position 
to say anything about the future position 
of Army Quartermasters ? 

Taz FINANCIAL SECRETARY, 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bropriox) (Sur- 
rey, peaters) Cone replied) said : 
The ve now approved the 
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proposals submitted to them for fur- 
ther i ing the position and emo- 
luments of uartermasters and 


riding masters of the Army—namely, 
(1) In future quartermasters and ridin 
masters who are specially recommend 
may be granted the rate of pay laid 
down in the Royal Warrant for 20 
years’ commissioned service, after only 
15 years’ commissioned service, 
vided the officer has a total service of 
30 years; (2) in certain of excep- 
tional responsibility held by quarter- 
masters and riding masters the honorary 
and relative rank of major may be 
granted. This will give the officers 
concerned slightly higher allowances, 
and the relative rank of major will carry 
with it the right to major’s rates of 
widow’s pension andcompassionateallow- 
ances; (3) under the present regulations 
a quartermaster or riding master com- 
ed to retire on account of ill-health 
efore completing 10 years’ commis- 
sioned service can only receive as retired 
pay the rates laid down for half-pay in 
Article 952 of the Royal Warrant of 
June 10, 1884, varying from 4s. to 
7a. 6d. per day. In future an officer so 
retiring after 30 years’ total service, but 
with less than 10 years’ commissioned 
service, will be granted retired pay at 
rates varying from 8s. to 10s. per day. 


INDIA—THE COMMISSION ON THE 
OIVIL SERVICES—THE UNCOVE- 
NANTED CIVIL SERVICE. 


Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.) asked the Under Secretary 
of State for India, Whether the Uncove- 
nanted Civil Services of India will be 
represented, and to what extent, on the 
Commission that is about to inquire into 
the Civil Services of India ? 

Taz UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
Joun Gorst) (Chatham): I am not yet 
able to state the composition of the Com- 
mission; but I have no doubt the Vice- 
roy will take care that all interests are 
properly represented upon it. 


POST OFFICE—INSURANCE OF REGIS- 
TERED LETTERS. 


Mr. WATT (Glasgow, Camlachie) 
asked the Postmaster General, If he is 
aware of the high per aang obtain- 
able at present by private underwriters 
for the insurance of registered letters 
containing scrip or other valuable en- 
closures; and, if he will institute in- 
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quiries so as to enable him to consider 
as to the advisability of the Government 
undertaking what, at the nominal rate 
of one penny per cent, ought to prove a 
lucrative source of revenue ? 

Taz POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rares) (Oambridge University): The 
subject to which the hon. Member refers 
is one of considerable interest and de- 
serves very careful consideration. I 
find that it received the attention of one 
of my Predecessors some time ago, but 
that he came to the conclusion that the 
Department ought not to undertake 
insurance of letters and parcels for sums 
exceeding £10; and the scheme for in- 
suring to that amount was introduced on 
the 1st of May last. I shall, however, 
be happy to consider it further. 


POST OFFICE—POSTAGE RATES TO 
THE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES. 

Lorp HENRY BRUCE (Wilts, Chip- 

mham) asked the Postmaster General, 
Whether it is a fact that the German 
and French Governments, with such 
small interests, so manage for their sub- 
jects that letters from those Countries to 
our Australian Colonies only cost 2}d. 

stage, whilst from England the charge 
is 6d.; and, whether it is also the case 
that the Germans and French can send 
a postcard out for 1d., whereas none at 
any price are issued in England for 
despatch to Australia ? 

Tam POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : I find 
that according to the latest information 
received at the Post Office the German 
and French rates to Australia are not 
such as described by the noble Lord; 
but I have telegraphed to Paris and 
Berlin, to inquire if any recent changes 
have been made. I have not had time 
to receive the answers. Perhaps the 
noble Lord will repeat his Question 
to-morrow. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE CIVIL 
SERVICES—THE DIPLOMATIO AND 
CONSULAR SERVICES. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether he will so amend the 
terms of reference to the new Royal 
Commission as to include the Diplomatic 
and Consular Services within the pur- 
view of its inquiry ? 

Tue OC LOR or raz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrne Oxvrcur1) 
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(Paddington, 8.): If it had not been for 
the Question et the hon. Member, I 
should never have supp that the 
Foreign Office, with all its appurte- 
nances, Pm not pope within the 
scope of the inquiries of the proposed 
Roval r A so Sen but, as the hon. 
Member has doubts on the subject, and 
as similar doubts have been expressed 
in the newspapers concerning it, I pro- 

se to amend the Reference to the 

yal Commission by inserting the 
words, ‘‘at home and abroad.” That, 
I think, will meet the objection of the 
hon. Member. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS—ORDER OF SUPPLY 
—THE VOTE FOR THE ROYAL 
IRISH CONSTABULARY. 

Mz. SEXTON (Belfast, W.,and Sligo, 
8.) asked the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, Whether, if the Constabulary Vote 
is reached, it is the intention of the Go- 
vernment to take it that night ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotren CxvurcHrt1) 
(Paddington, 8.), in reply, said, he 
thought it would be more convenient to 
go on with their Votes in their order, but 
to take out the Constabulary Vote from 
that order, and take it first to-morrow. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
—o—- 
SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
Suprty—considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

Crass II.—Sararres anD EXPENSES OF 
Cryiz DEPARTMENTS. 

(1.) Motion made, and Question pro- 


posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £5,126, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
nocessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses in the De ent of the Re- 
pre eer, roe of Births, &c., and the Ex 
of the Collection of Agricultural and other 
Statistics in Ireland.” 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I regret, Sir, that I was not 
quite able to complete the observations 
which I wished to make on this Vote at 
a previous Sitting, the Rules of the 
House making me under the necessity 
to ask the Committee to allow me to de- 
tain it a little longer while I state my 
case. Well, Sir, this Vote for the Re- 
gistrar General’s Office is a Vote for 
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£16,126—precisely the same amount, to 
a single sovereign, that it was last year. 
I propose to move the reduction of it by 
the sum of £20, and that £20 will be 
found at page 195 of these Estimates, 
being an addition to the existing rate of 

y of the Secretary, Mr. Matthison. 

ow, Sir, this increased rate of pay is 
taken in connection with the reorganiza- 
tion of the Office. The figures set forth 
in the page I have mentioned would 
show what the old organization was, and 
also what the new establishment is to 
be. There is the Registrar General at 
the head of the Office with a salary of 
£1,000 a-year. Under him there are 
a Secretary at £600 a-year; one Super- 
intendent of Records, with a maximum 
of £450; two first-class clerks going up 
to a maximum salary of £400; five 
second-class clerk going up to a maxi- 
mum of £300; and eight third-class 
clerks going up to a maximum of only 
£200; besides 13 Lower Division clerks 
also going up to a maximum of £200. 
Now, the alteration which has been 
made is this—the first-class clerks and 
the Superintendent of Records are 
hereafter to be called Superintendents, 
and instead of having £450 or £400 
a-year, they are to go up to a maximum 
of £500. The second-class clerks, or 
such of them as remain, are to be called 
Deputy Superintendents, and they are 
to cave a maximum of £330 instead of 
£300 ;. but the extra £30 is only to be 

ersonal to those now aos the Dee 

ith regard to the third-class clerks, 
there is absolutely no change whatever, 
and all these men are men of very long 
service—so much so that even the third- 
class clerks have had service varying 
from 17 to 23 or 24 years. They have 
been for a very long time at their maxi- 
mum, and have no prospect of promo- 
tion, and altogether their case is ex- 
ceedingly hard. They are also the only 
third-class clerks now left in any Office 
in Ireland. The Office has been from 
time to time examined or inquired into 
by Commissions, and these Commissions 
have uniformally reported in favour of 
improvement in the status and pay of 
the juniors of the establishment; but 
whatever benefit is secured to anyone 
under the present reorganization is en- 
tirely monopolized by men in superior 
positions, and those in need of improve- 
ment in their position get nothing at 
all. Well, Sir, the explanation of it is 
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to be found, I pr e, in the fact that 
though the Treasury were willing to 
assent to a reorganization of the Office, 
they were not willing to assent to any 
additional expenditure in connection 
with it. The thing had to be done, if 
done at all, on a sum not exceeding the 
ee Vote, and it was done, and the 
act that it was done is a very i 
illustration of the extraordinary things 
which may be done with figures in these 
Estimates and with a staff of men in 
these Public Departments—that is to 
say, whenever any personal influence 
or personal interest makes it worth the 
while of an individual to set himself 
about the work. Now, Sir, how was 
this reorganization carried out, and 
how were some men’s positions im- 
proved without increasing the total 
of the Vote? It was done by a very 
simple expedient — by sacrificing the 
juniors in a very disgraceful manner— 
those of the third-class and those of the 
Lower Division—and taking their pay 
to augment the salaries of the better 
paid portion of the staff. The money 
so saved has gone to increase the sala- 
ries of the retary and the new 
Superintendents and Deputy Superin- 
tendents, and of the third-class clerks 
—the most numerous portion of the 
whole Office on the old establishment— 
not one single man has been benefited. 
Not one has received any increase of 
pay. Not one has had his maximum 
salary raised, and not one has had his 
— improved in any way whatever, 
ut the status of every one of them has 
been materially injured in this way— 
that the number of to which the 
third-class clerks look forward with a 
prospect, which is a very thin one, of 
 wenieeen has — ees _ 
eir prospects of promotion diminished 
also. Put besides that, by an arrange- 
ment which is altogether anomalous in 
the Service, at any rate in regard to 
such Offices as these, these posts are 
now above the third-class clerks, and 
are to be filled, not by promotion in due 
course as in other Offices, but at the dis- 
cretion of the Head of the Office, the 
Registrar General, from outsiders—men 
who have had no official experience and 
no position, and who, coming in, will take 
away those better positions which ought 
to be given in due course to the juniors 
of the establishment. Well, Sir, not 
only that, but these third-class clerks 
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have been injured in their status, be- 


cause they have been now associated, 
for all practical with the 
Lower Division cl who before were 


recognized as having a lower official 
status. They are to be left with them, 
and the Lower Division clerks, who had 
no prospect before of passing over the 
heads of the third-class clerks, are now 
to be made equal with them, and eligible 
for such promotion as may be going in 
the Office. Well, Sir, the general re- 
sult of this reorganization, when looked 
at from a financial point of view, is rather 
remarkable, and comes out in this way. 
Whereas the nine men in the upper part 
of the Office divide between them £4,257 
a-year, 26 men in the lower part of the 
Office divide between them only the sum 
of £2,912. A more inequitable distri- 
bution of a money Vote, or of the ad- 
ministration of an Office, cannot be con- 
eeived. I re to say that those who 
had this matter in hand are able to ap- 
peal to the sanction given to the arrange- 
ment by Sir Robert Hamilton, who is a 
very able, a very courageous, and a very 
fair-minded public servant. I have not 
a word to say against him, and I regret 
that he has been led into sanctioning 
this scheme, which he would never have 
originated himself. If he had had the 
work to do the result would have been 
very different from what it has been. 
He would have remembered the very 
great difficulty which the clerical staff 
of his own old Office, the Admiralty, had 
at the hands of the Government when 

i seven or eight years ago. 
On that occasion nobody’s interests were 
injured. Those who were affected at all 
were affected beneficially. They hadjtheir 
status as well as their pay improved, 
and those clerks who retired, retired 
on exceptionally favourable terms, in 
striking contrast with the stingy, unjust, 
and sorry terms on which some men, at 
any rate, in this Office have been treated. 
Well, Sir, I do not attach very much 
importance to the fact that Sir Robert 
Hamilton sanctioned this scheme, be- 
cause it is a matter of notoriety that 
he has had his hands very full of a 
sar tg of affairs for the last 12 
months. Very few men in the Public 
Service had such difficult, responsible, 
and sustained work to do as he, and it 
is impossible to believe that he could 
have given that careful attention and 
serutiny to the routine and internal de- 


Mr. Arthur O Connor 
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br of this Office oe ms rie be abso- 
utely necessary in order to do justice to 
the parties concerned. I, therefore, do 
not complain of him. Neither do I 
complain of the last Administration or 
of the present Administration. I should 
not be prepared to hold either Govern- 
ment responsible for this. But I do 
hold msible the Secretary of the 
Office, who, I believe, has entirely mys- 
tified both the present and the last Ad- 
ministrations. That Secretary is Mr. 
Mathison. The history of that gentle- 
man is very remarkable. I have a good 
deal of information on the subject, but 
I shall not bring it forward now because 
it would not be fair to him—and I de- 
sire to treat him fairly, as everybody 
else—unless he personally had an oppor- 
tunity of replying to the complaints 
which might be made. I, therefore, ab- 
stain from going into any details with 
regard to Mr. Mathison’s rise. His 
father used to be Clerk of the Council 
in the Castle at Dublin. There is a very 
strong feeling that there ought to be a 
very careful and independent inquiry 
into the scheme of reorganization by 
some persons who would not be at all 
afraid of high placed officials either at 
Dublin Castle or at Whitehall—who 
would examine everything on its merits, 
and entirely without ee lest they 
shouldincurthe displeasure of the Depart- 
ments in Dublin, or of the Treasury. So 
far with regard to the reorganization. 
Now with regard to the particular re- 
duction which I propose to move, it is a 
very small reduction of only £20, and 
it ison the salary of the Secretary to 
the Office. There is no earthly reason 
why that Secretary should have his pay 
increased. Mr. Trevelyan, when Chief 
Secretary, on the 7th of March, 1884, 
in reply to Mr. Dawson, then Member for 
Carlow, stated that it was not intended 
to increase the pay of Mr. Mathison at 
all, and there was no reason for doing 
so. Well, now, his pay is increased. He 
gets £20 more out of identically the 
same total Vote, and out of a Vote for 
salaries which is £105 less than it used 
to be. He gets it at somebody’s ex- 
pense. I have shown how the thing 
has been brought about. This evi- 
dently requires some justification, and 
the attempted justification is explained 
in a note. There is an asterisk 
against the total of £800, the proposed 
maximum of the Office, and the note 
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“This salary includes remunera- 
tion for Census duties.” Now, it does 
not include that remuneration in con- 
nection with the Oensus of 1881— 
that was eid for, and very liberally 
paid for, Mr. Mathison receiving an 
allowance of £1,000, which I am sorry 
to say he did not share with the men 
who did the work. But it was found by 
the Treasury, after the £1,000 was paid, 
that the work in connection with the 
Census was so quickly got rid of—all 
that remained which was supposed to 
be so very heavy was so quickly de- 
spatched—that the Treasury would not 
be very much inclined to devote £1,000 
for the same purpose again. But what 
is now done is this: Mr. Mathison’s 
salary is to be raised by an annual 
increment up to a maximum of £800 
a-year on the strength of Census duties. 
Now, there will be no Census again until 
the year 1891 ; they are, therefore, pro- 
posing, at the instigation of Mr. Mathi- 
son, to give him pay for duties which 
ony he may never live to discharge. 
tis perfectly absurd to begin in 1886 
to give a man pay for duties which he 
will not undertake until 1891. That 
item, therefore, appears to be perfectly 
indefensible ; and, though I should like 
to be able to move a reduction of the 
Vote which would signalize the sense of 
the Committee on the whole scheme of 
re-organization which has been adopted 
in the Department, I must, as I am un- 
able to do that, content myself by mov- 
ing this reduction of £20 on the salary 
of Mr. Mathison. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £5,106, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses in the Department of the Regis- 
trar General of Births, &c., and the Expenses 
of the Collection of Agricultural and other Sta- 
tistics in Ireland.” —(Mr. Arthur O’ Connor.) 


Tae SECRETARY to tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): The 
hon. Member who has moved this reduc- 
tion (Mr. A. O’Connor) has pointed out 
that there is a certain coincidence in 
the amount asked for this year and the 
amount asked for last year—that the two 
amounts are precisely the same. But 
I think he did not point out that that 
circumstance is not due to the fact that 
the salaries are exactly the same, be- 
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cause there is a reduction in the amount 
of the salaries of £105; and therefore 
the sum is made up in other ways, which 
do not affect the question that he has 
brought forward. Sir, I am in a posi- 
tion to say that this re-organization 
scheme was most carefully gone into by 
independent officers. As I understand 
the hon. Member, he desires to have an 
inquiry into this re-organization made by 
somebody independently of the Office in 
Dublin. Now, Sir, if that is the object 
which the hon. Member has in view, 
that object has already been attained ; 
because, when the re-organization was 
effected, it was inquired into not only 
by Mr. Holmes, but also by an officer 
sent over from the Treasury who had 
no connection whatever with the Irish 
Office, and who is an officer in whom the 
Treasury have great confidence. He 
was sent for the special purpose of exa- 
mining into the question of re-organiza- 
tion, and it was most carefully con- 
sidered at the time; and the decision 
arrived at is one which I believe received 
the approval, not only of the right hon. 
Gentleman the late Chief Secretary (Mr. 
John Morley), but also of my immediate 
Predecessor (Mr. Henry H. Fowler). 
Sir, the financial results will be, I be- 
lieve, as follows:—The salaries, which in 
1885-6 were £7,535, will, in 1886-7, be 
£7,419, showing a decrease of £116; 
but the future amount of these salaries 
will be £6,803, showing a saving of 
£732. The hon. Member has referred 
to the Secretary, and tothe increase which 
has been made to his salary; and he 
has mentioned also the fact that he re- 
ceived a gratuity of £1,000 on the occa- 
sion of the last Census. I believe the 
facts are that this salary, as it existed 
before, was under an arrangement by 
which the Secretary was entitled to 
£1,000 every 10 years. That arrange- 
ment was not thought to be a useful one ; 
and, as the hon. Member says, it has 
been arranged that the £1,000 shall be 
spread over the period, and, therefore, 
as regards the work for which the Secre- 
tary got £1,000 at the end of every 10 
years, he will, in future, do it without the 

ayment of the gratuity which he has 
Bitherto received for it, and of course for 
the payment which his salary is now to 
be made to cover. Sir, I do not think 
that I can usefully occupy the time of 
the Committee by going further into 
this question. I am assured by those 
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who have the best means of judging 
he tee F BK BE 
i w one, ieve the 
hon. ‘Member i made no com- 
plaints whatever as to the way in 
which the work is performed. am 
told the work is well done; and, 
with regard to the question of the 
second and third-class clerks, the hon. 
Gentleman has said it is not intended to 
replace the second-class clerks by the 
existing third-class clerks, or men called 
by that name; but thuse positions will 
be opened to the Lower Division clerks, 
and, therefore, it is an injury to the 
third-class clerks, as it will sooner or later 
benefit, not them, but those who fill the 
Lower Divisions. But, according to the 
result of the examination made into it, 
the work done by these clerks is work 
done by what is known as the Lower 
Division clerks. I.do not think that I 
can add anything more. I can only 
assure the hon. Gentleman that the 
question was most carefully considered, 
and that the re-organization was ap- 
proved, not only by the Lord Lieutenant, 
and also by Sir Robert Hamilton, of 
whom the hon. Member has most fairly 
spoken as being a man in whom we must 
have confidence, but by Mr. Holmes, 
our officer in Dublin, as well, and also 
by the special officer who was sent over 
by the Treasury; and, therefore, the 
reasury could hardly have taken more 
complete means to secure that the re- 
organization should be carried out in the 
best possible manner at their disposal. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
Notwithstanding the explanation which 
has just been given by the Secretary to 
the Treasury, p got the hon. Member 
who has raised this question will press 
his Motion to a division. Before I at 
all thought of becoming a Member of 
this House I paid attention to this very 
uestion, and I have come to the con- 
clusion that it is a matter that ought 
seriously to be inquired into by this 
House, and that this Vote ought to be 
resisted. Now, I do not wish to take 
up the time of the Committee unneces- 
sarily. Hon. Members opposite will 
bear me out in saying that I have not 
wasted much time as yet, andI have no 
desire to do so. But I want to point out 
that the re-organization of this office was 
not initiated by the Executive, and there 
were no complaints of inefficiency, or that 
the Office did not work properly. The re- 
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organization was the work of the Seore- 
tary, and of no other . Now, no 
inquiry was held. It is the rule to re- 
organize offices after an inquiry has been 
held into their working; but no inquiry 
was held into the working of this Office. 
1 t that this re-organization scheme 
is the work of the Secretary of the 
Office, and of no other person. The 
result of it, no matter what may be 
said, is simply this—that Mr. Mathison 
has succeeded in promoting some special 
favourites of his own to higher positions 
and highersalaries; and he hassucceeded 
in throwing on the world, with much 
smaller pensions than they would other- 
wise have had, several men who were 
not so popular with him as they might 
have been. The Secretary to the Trea- 
sury says that this gratuity of £1,000 is 
to be discontinued, and that in lieu of it 
Mr. Mathison is to get £20 of salary 
added each year. But he has got his 
£1,000 for the last Census. Why, then, 
should you give him the increase before 
the next Census is taken? If the hon. 
Member goes to a division on this Mo- 
tion I shall support him; and I would 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury to 
seriously look into this question, get to 
the root of the matter, and have it out 
with Mr. Mathison. 

Mr. MURPHY (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): 
I also would support this Motion, Sir. 
I am well acquainted with the circum- 
stances of the re-organization of this 
Office, and I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that it is a thing which has caused 
a great deal of dissatisfaction among the 
officials in the Registrar General’s De- 

artment, and a general belief, which I 
no doubt is well founded, that the 
whole scheme proceeded from one mind, 
which ap to be that cf the only 
person who has received aay benefit ; 
whereas, on the other hand, some men 
who are most deserving have been 
thrown upon the world after 20 years 
of labour with very trifling salaries. 
I hope the Secretary to the Treasury 
will really look into this case again, and 
have it reconsidered, with the view of 
admitting in some practical sense the 
injustice that has, no doubt, been done. 
I will support the hon. Member in a 
division on this subject. 

Srr JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Monaghan, 
8.) : I also will vote with the hon. Mem- 
ber who has moved this reduction to 
mark my sense of the injustice that has 
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been done. I do not believe thatanyone 
in this House or out of it believes that 
the Secretary to the Treasury contem- 
= doing any injustice; but the 
gures show that injustice is being done 
somewhere. Any reform or economy 
generally presses upon someone or other, 
and there is generally a more lavish ex- 
diture in some direction or other. 
e people of the Department feel that 
an injustice has been done, not by pub- 
lie inquiry or pressure from without, 
but by pressure from within ; and I 
hope the hon. Gentleman will go toa 
division, us the only way of marking our 
sense of the injustice that has been 
done. 

Mrz. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I should like the Secretary to 
the Treasury to tell us the details of 
this extraordinary arrangement by which 
one man is recognized as having ob- 
tained a sum of £1,000 every 10 years. 
That is what I think he told us—that 
there was a special arrangement for the 
allowance of the Secretary to the Regis- 
trar General’s Office whereby he was 
to get £1,000 every 10 years. 

Mr. JACKSON : I do not know the 
details of the arrangement. I merely 
stated what is the fact—that in addition 
to his salary he had attached to ita 
gratuity amounting to £1,000 for each 
10 years, and that £1,000 was paid 
practically when the work was done. 
As the hon. Member knows, the work of 
the Census extends over a period of 
years—I will not say over 10 years, but 
over two or three or four years—and it 
was thought better to make the arrange- 
ment now made. No doubt, a great 
deal of increased work is thrown upon 
the Secretary by the Census, and he will 
not get increased pay in a lump sum, 
but extended over the whole period by 
an increased salary, and he will not be 
entitled to £1,000 in a lump sum again. 
That is done away with, and whatever 
extra work may be thrown upon him 
will be included in his ordinary salary. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: Surely 
the hon. Gentleman must see the sig- 
nificance of this. This officer is entitled 
to £1,000 every 10 years for work done. 
[Mr. Jackson: Was entitled.) Well, 
was entitled. There has been no work 
done for this increase of salary yet, and 
there cannot be any done for the next 
three or four years at any rate. Why 
not delay the payment until the work is 
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done, and not begin to it at once? 
There is another point that the Com- 
mittee should take special notice of— 
that when the maximum of £800 a-year 
is reached, this gentleman will be draw- 
ing £200 a-year more than he draws 
now, and that in 10 years will make 
£2,000 instead of £1,000; and whereas 
before it was a gratuity, now it is turned 
into salary; and when a Civil servant 
retires his pension would be calculated, 
not upon the salary of £600, but upon 
the salary of £800, £200 of which ought 
to be gratuity, on which, according to 
the Rules of the Service, no pension 
should be granted at all. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
Suppose anything were to happen to him 
before the next Census is taken—he 
would have been drawing this money 
absolutely for nothing. This is a very 
small matter; but it should be carefully 
considered. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :— Ayes 76; 
Noes 136: Majority 60.— (Div. List, 
No. 36.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 

Crass III.—Law anv Justice. 

(2) Motion made, and Question pro- 

posed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £29,011, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of ps gee during the year endin 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, of Crimi 
Prosecutions and other Law C in Ireland, 
including certain Allowances under the Act 18 
and 16 Vie. c. 83.’’ 


Mr. ARTHUR O’OCONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I would ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, or any other official, whether 
he would explain one or two variations 
in this Vote? Now, under Sub-head B, 
for the Orown and Treasury Solicitor, 
the sum has gone up from £2,000 last 
year to £2,600 this year; under Sub- 
head O there is a fresh item for Sessional 
Crown Solicitor of £325 a-year, which 
does not appear in last year’s Vote at 
all; and under Sub-head G the charge 
for printing briefs with the sanction of 
the Attorney General has gone up from 
£50 to £200. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmgs) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): With regard to the first item, 
the increase in the salary of the Crown 
and Treasury Solicitor from £2,000 to 
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£2,600, that is to be explained in this 
way :—The former salary was £1,200 
a-year and £800 for allowance, which 
made it up to £2,000; but in addition to 
that he received a large amount of fees 
which he did not account for to the Trea- 
sury, in accordance with the terms of his 
appointment. A Committee to investi- 
gate that and other matters was held 
about 1884, and one of the recom- 
mendations was that he should be paid 
a salary and account for all the fees he 
received, and we have carried out that 
recommendation, and having regard to 
the amount of fees paid hitherto the 
salary was fixed at £1,800. If the hon. 
Member will look at the Vote he will 
find an estimated extra receipt of £500, 
so that in reality this is a change to a 
permanent salary instead of being paid, 
as previously, partly by fees. The other 
point to which attention has been called 
is the sum of £325 for Sessional Crown 
Solicitor—Mr. Thomas Boyd, the Crown 
Solicitor for Tipperary. Formerly there 
were two Crown Solicitors for that 
county, which was divided into two parts 
or ridings ; and Mr. Boyd, who has had 
increased duties, has frequently made 
application for an increase of salary, and 
in regard to the extent of his duties and 
the largeness of the county the increase 
has been fixed at £325. I may mention 
that Mr. Boyd has now ceased to be 
Sessional Crown Solicitor, and the salary 
will now be fixed on a different scale in 
accordance with recommendations which 
have been made. The extra payment 
for briefs is due to the fact that a repre- 
sentation has been made that the sum 
hitherto provided has not been sufficient, 
and it is very convenient that a change 
should now be made. An additional sum 
is asked for this year because there are 
cases in which it is necessary, and the 
sum asked for will not be more than is 
Ba ag to pay for the extra service. 

. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.): I wish to 
draw attention to the state of affairs which 
prevails in the county of Galway at the 
present time, where thereisaclergyman at 
present in gaol ; and I want, in doing so, 
particularly to allude to the conduct of 
the Crown Solicitor, Mr. Blake. I think 
it is generally known that it is owing to 
that man’s conduct that this clergyman 
is imprisoned, and it is because of his 
attitude that better counsels did not pre- 
vail on the occasion of the hearing of 
the case. Father Fahy was summoned 
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on Friday last to the Petty Sessions to 
answer to a charge of intimidation made 
against him by Mr. Lewis, and the case 
was heard, and after the hearing one of 
the Resident Magistrates said from the 
Bench that he quite concurred in the 
view of the case put forward by Father 
Fahy’s solicitor—that the Rev. Mr. Fah 

had gone as a peacemaker, solely wit! 

the intention of guaranteeing protection 
and promoting the peace, and that he 
sincerely desired to act as a mediator 
between Mr. Lewis and his enemies. 
Well, I believe that Colonel Waring, 
this magistrate, suggested at the trial to 
Mr. Lewis’s solicitor, who represented 
the Crown, that it would be advisable 
that there should be an amicable settle- 
ment, and that the result might be that 
Mr. Lewis and Father Fahy might be 
better friends. But Mr. Blake, the 
Crown Solicitor, persevered in insisting 
that Father Fahy should be bound over 
to keep the peace, in consequence of 
which Father Fahy was sent to Galway 
Gaol. It can easily be conceived why a 
clergyman would refuse to stamp him- 
self as a malefactor by giving bail for 
his good conduct. He declared that he 
had no intention of intimidating—that 
it was far from his purpose—that his 
purpose was, by mediation, to contribute 
to restore peace and order in the district. 
But owing to the conduct of this Mr. 
Blake he is placed in gaol for a good 
while, because he desired to be a medi- 
ator and to bring peace and harmony 
into the district. I wish to point out to 
the Committee what connection Mr. 
Blake has with these evictions in another 
form. Mr. Blake is the solicitor for this 
Mr. Lewis, and therefore stands in a 
dual capacity as solicitor for Mr. Lewis 
and as normal legal adviser to the Go- 
vernment. He was instrumental in insti- 
gating more than one pieceof harsh treat- 
ment against the tenantry. The condition 
of the affairs of the tenantry of Mr. 
Lewis, or Mrs. Lewis—I do not know 
which—is most extraordinary, and also 
of the tenantry of Lord Clanricarde. 
They illustrate how difficult it is to keep 
peace and order where a few unscru- 
pulous persecuting landlords proceed to 
extremities. About six months ago three 
landlords in the district of Woodford 
took proceedings against their tenantry. 
The three were Sir Henry Burke, Mrs. 
Lewis, and Lord Clanricarde. Of the 
three landlords the only one who did not 
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repeatedly within this generation make 
advances to raise rents on the tenants 
was Sir Henry Burke. He, of the three 
within this generation, did not raise the 
rents of his tenantry. At the same time, 
the tenantry found they could not pay 
the entire rent, and they asked a fh 24 
tion, which reduction he refused. So 
did allthree. The reduction was 15 per 
cent—3s. in the pound—but I wish to 
illustrate the conduct of Mr. Blake in 
this matter, and how it is that by official 
legerdemain he manages to keep this 
district in hot water. Sir Henry Burke 
found that it was impossible for him, 
after obtaining decrees, to get the rents 
he had proceeded for, so he settled with 
his tenantry, giving them what they de- 
manded, and not merely that, but paying 
himself the costs of the proceedings. 
Now, concerning the other two—Mrs. 
Lewis and Lord Clanricarde—the history 
of their property is most extraordinary. 
Lord Clanricarde never laid out 6d. on 
his property. The property is a moun- 
tain property. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must connect his 
observations with the Vote. He cannot 
enter into a general discussion of this 
nature. 

Mr. SHEEHY: This Mr. Blake is a 
Crown Solicitor, and I want to point out 
how this gentleman, instead of being, 
as he ought to be, a machine for pro- 
moting order in the district, is an inciter 
of disorder. And, in giving a history 
of these properties, I only want to point 
out how it is that this gentleman and 
other gentlemen in connection with these 
estates have been, for their own selfish 
ends, driving the tenants into a state of 
despair, and preventing anything like 
a right orfgood feeling between the 
tenantry and their landlords. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber must direct attention to the action 
of this gentleman as Crown Solicitor. 

Mr. SHEEHY: Very well, Sir; I 
bow to your ruling. If I cannot be al- 
lowed to illustrate the course of pro- 
ceedings—if I cannot point out how it is 
that this gentleman is guilty, to a great 
extent, of much of the disturbance and 
much of the disorder in Galway—if I 
cannot go into the history of this so as 
to show completely to the Committee 
why it is that I would ask the authori- 
ties to interpose over his head to settle 
the breach, I may, at least, point out 
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that a number of people were arrested 
in consequenee of the evictions which 
took place, and their arrest has, to'a 
certain extent, contributed to the excite- 
ment of the district. I would not for a 
moment infringe on your ruling, Mr. 
Chairman, and if I cannot touch that 
which T thought I might touch I must 
pass from it; but what I would ask the 
authorities to do in this matter is this— 
that they would accept bail, and instruct 
this Mr. Blake, who, as the representa- 
tive of the Crown, refused to accept bail 
for these poor men, that he must do so. 
Now, what are these men in for but re- 
sistance to eviction? There is in the 
breast of an Irishman, as in the breast 
of an Englishman, the idea that a man’s 
house is his castle, and these men re- 
sisted their eviction as long as they 
could. I must say, further, that some of 
them ceased that resistance, after three 
or four hours, on the promise made by 
one of the Resident Magistrates that no 
proceedings would be taken against 
them. But proceedings have been taken 
against them since, and they, like the 
rest, will be placed on the roll and re- 
turned for trial, bail being refused. Now, 
it has been contended that these poor 
people committed some awful crime, for 
which it would be impossible that the 
Crown could sanction their bail. Ihave 
given a small idea of what the nature of 
their crime was. It is said that they 
poured hot lime on the officers sent 
against them. Well, if they did, is that 
a greater crime than throwing vitriol in 
a man’s face? We had the Wicklow 
case a few years ago, where a lady threw 
vitriol in a man’s face, I would point to 
the fact that that is at least as bad as 
hot lime, yet she was admitted to bail 
before the trial came on, and she got 
married to her sweetheart. The con- 
tention set up by the Crown is that 
these men committed a heinous crime in 
throwing hot lime, and that it would be 
bad for the peace of the district to let 
them outon bail. But that would really 
be the best assistance to the people, and 
would help most particularly to restore 
that order and that peace for which the 
district is looking ; and I would ask that 
these men should be admitted to bail. 
It is in the power of the Attorney Gene- 
ral to do it. He should order these men 
to be admitted to bail, and then Father 
Fahy would give bail on his own account, 
and that would do more to restore the 
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peace of the district than the harsh mea- 
sures of this sort of vengeance which 
Mr. Blake is pursuing in Galway. It is 
because of the resistance—because of 
the desperate resistance—which the 
—_ made to their eviction that Mr. 

lake is pursuing them now with his 
vengeance. He wants to establish a 
reign of terror in the district, so that it 
should be easy for him by-and-bye to 
earry out out a further score of evictions 
which he has prepared for the people of 
the district. I would ask that the Go- 
vernment should interfere with this man 
in his high-handed proceedings. and that 
they will see that milder measures shall 
prevail in order to restore peace in Gal- 
way. Now, Father Fahy is a respectable 
gentleman —a clergyman, whose only 
purpose was that he might bring peace 
and concord into his parish, and that 
the tyrants who would strike some of 
his parishioners should pause awhile, 
that the people should not be driven 
from their homes, and he went to this 
Mr. Lewis with the desire that he might 
use his influence to bring about a settle- 
ment. That was his purpose in going 
there. He denied that he had any other 
purpose. Mr. Lewis himself declined, 
and when Mr. Lewis refused compliance 
their mutual passions rose, and they had 
an angry altercation, the result being 
that Father Fahy, in a moment of ex- 
citement, might have used language 
which could be construed into words of 
intimidation; but he disavows having 
used them. He disavows having any 
intention of intimidation, and his only 
—_- was peace; and Mr. Blake, in 

aving pressed him with the rigour of 
the law, and in insisting that he should 
be bound over to keep the peace—Mr. 
Blake overstepped his office on that 
occasion. Father Fahy's arrest has led 
not to peace, not to order, not to tran- 
quillity—it has led to excitement, and 
it is more likely to lead to disorder. 
How long will this continue? What 
will be the results by-and-bye? I do 
not think a ton oe in a state of excite- 
ment are to the same extent accountable 
for their actions as they would be under 
ordinary circumstances. Father Fahy 
is looked upon, and I think justly, as a 
martyr to his desire to bring peace an 
tranquillity to the district. They say— 
I am sure they say, and I re-echo the 
sentiment — ‘‘ Blessed are they that 
suffer persecution for justice’s sake.” 
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He has been trying to get justice for his 
poor people, and for so doing his reward 
1s to be lodged in Galway Gaol. Iho 

I am not appealing in vain to the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the At- 
torney General to look into this matter, 
and let the better part of his nature pre- 
vail in order that there may be a settle- 
ment of this case. Father Fahy, I am 
sure, in order to restore tranquillity, 
would also give bail, and put aside the 
conscientious objection that he has to 
doing so. I would, indeed, have wished 
that I could have placed before the Com- 
mittee the extraordinary condition of 
affairs in this district. There is a one- 
sided view given here of all that has 
taken place; but as I cannot tell the 
whole story I will rest my case here. 

Mr. HOLMES: I can assure the hon. 
Member that if there is any case brought 
before me I will most fuily and fairly 
investigate it; and if the hon. Member 
has any grounds of complaint against 
the action of Mr. Blake or any other 
Crown Solicitor it shall be examined 
into. But in this particular matter I 
do not gather that Mr. Blake, the Crown 
Solicitor, has gone in any way outside 
his ordinary duties. The cases occurred 
at different times. As regards the 
case against the rev. Father Faby, the 
complaint was made in the ordinary way 
for intimidation. The Crown Solicitor 
conducted the proceedings as he would 
have conducted the proceedings in any 
other case, and the order that was made 
was an order of the Court. AsIunder- 
stand it, the hon. Member does not find 
fault with the action of the Court. It 
was not necessary for either the At- 
torney General or the Crown Solicitor 
to give any consent to enable Father 
Fahy to be at once released from prison. 
The matter is entirely in the hands of 
the rev. gentleman himself. The Court 
made an order, in a way that the Go- 
vernment could not control, to the effect 
that Father Fahy should find sureties 
for his keeping the peace. 

Mr. SHEEHY: Oolonel Waring, 
the Stipendiary Magistrate, appealed to 
the parties to have the matter settled 
amicably. 

Mr. HOLMES: In a case affecting 


d | public law, where a complaint has been 


made that the law has been broken, the 
Crown cannot make any arrangement to 
settle the matter. In the case in ques- 
tion the Crown were obliged to ask the 
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Court to give a decision; and, as I say, 
I do not understand the hon. Member to 
find fault with the Court. For myself, 
I can assure the Committee that no one 
would be more pleased than I to see the 
order of the Court obeyed by Father 
Fahy. He has only to find sureties— 
to comply with the order of the Court is 
& mere matter of form—and the reverend 

mtleman would be at once released. 

ut, so far as I am concerned, and so 
far asthe Government are concerned, we 
have, officially, no power in the matter. 
The hon. Gentleman will, I am sure, 
admit that no distinction ought to be 
made between persons who have re- 
ceived an order of the Court, and that 
whether they be peasants or landlords, 
or magistrates or priests, or whatever 
their position, it is essential that the de- 
cision of the Courts of Law should be 
impartially carried out. When, there- 
fore, Father Fahy refused to obey the 
order of the Court, the alternative had 
to be carried out. With regard to the 
othercases which have been mentioned— 
that is to say, the Woodford cases gene- 
rally—the hon. Gentleman is under a 
misapprehension as to the power of the 
Crown Solicitor to make an order. It 
is for the Court to consider, as ajudicial 
act, whether or not a man is to be ad- 
mitted to bail. It would be a very 
strange thing for any Court, with such 
facts as those in the Woodford cases 
brought before it, to make an order that 
the prisoners should be admitted to bail. 
Such a thing would not be done in Eng- 
land, nor in any other part of Ireland. 
Of course, we cannot make any distinc- 
tion between Woodford and any other 
place. But I would point out that the 
matter can be brought uny day before 
the Vacation Judge, when affidavits can 
be made by the persuns interested. If 
such application were made the matter 
would be discussed in Court, and if a 
case should be made out for admitting 
the prisoners to bail, they will, of course, 
be so admitted; but if it were decided, 
on principles which govern Courts of 
Law in these cases, that bail should not 
be allowed, of course it will not be 
allowed. As far as I myself am con- 
cerned, I will read over the depositions 
and make myself more fully acquainted 
with the facts of the cases, cn it will 


then be in my power to instruct counsel 
to oppose or assent to any application 
_ that may be made; but, of course, at 
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present I cannot say what my decision 
will be, not knowing what action the 
Court will take. 
Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.): I think the whole action of 
the Court in this matter has been ex- 
tremely unfortunate. How extremely 
unfortunate it has been may be judged 
from the fact that the town of Galway 
was the scene of a serious riot and dis- 
turbance last night, owing to further 
arrests in connection with these Wood- 
ford evictions; that the police charged 
the people with the bayonet ; that many 
were injured, and that one poor woman, 
I believe, was killed. This is certainly 
a very gloomy look-out for the winter— 
it is a very gloomy way of entering upon 
this trying period which is before us, 
when we see men and women thus mal- 
treated in disturbances arising out of 
disputes between landlords and tenants. 
I am sure the noble Lord opposite (Lord 
Randolph Churchill), and all hon. Mem- 
bers, will admit that the prospect is 
anything but re-assuring. The Crown 
distinctly broke faith with the tenants, 
because when the evictions took place 
on account of rents which could not be 
aid and the tenants resisted and threw 
Boiling water upon the officers of the 
law, the officer in charge of the police 
stated that if all resistance of this kind 
were relinquished no further action 
would be taken against the tenants. 
Mr. HOLMES: I wish to appeal to 
ou, Mr. Courtney, as to whether it is 
in Order for the hon. Member to discuss 
what the Constabulary at Woodford did 
on this occasion? We are now dealing 
with the question of the Law Charges 
of the Crown, and I am responsible for 
the Vote before the Committee, The 
hon. Member, however, is now referri 
to matters which are not connected wit 
the Vote, and upon which I may not 
speak. , 
Mr. SEXTON: The rule as to rising 
to a point of Order would become ex- 
tremely inconvenient, Mr. Courtney, if 
right hon. Gentlemen make a practice of 
rising in their places in order to cut up 
the sentences of a speaker into halves. 
I say that the Representatives of the 
Crown in Galway made a promise to 
the tenantry who were being evicted 
which they did not keep, and that puts 
a complexion upon these cases which 
otherwise they would not bear. The 
men who were brought up charged with 
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this offence were refused bail. They 
offered to give very sulvent bail, but it 
was refused; and I ask why bail was 
refused to these tenants in Galway who, 
under pressure of eviction, in their 
desperate extremity resorted to violent 
ad foolish measures, no doubt in de- 
fence of their homes—I ask why bail 
was refused to them when it was so 
freely allowed to the murderers of James 
Curran in Belfast? There oughtto be one 
rule and one measure of justice for these 
affairs in Ireland; but I find, unfortu- 
nately, that the one rule and measure of 
justice is this—that where the giving of 

ail would promote public peace and 
order bail is refused, and that the sanc- 
tion of the Crown to the giving of bail 
is allowed where such bail dves not 
tend to promote public peace and order. 
What harm would have been done by 
allowing bail to these tenants? The 
evictions had been carried out, and the 
district was no longer disturbed. Bail 
to the extent of £1,000 was offered, 20 
times the amount which was considered 
sufficient in the case of the murderers 
of James Curran; but it was refused. 
In taking this course the Crown Soli- 
citor did not act upon his own responsi- 
bility ; but upon this matter two stories 
have been told, one here and one in the 
Court at Galway. These stories are not 
only different, but absolutely contradic- 
tory, because the Crown Solicitor in 
Galway said that he acted under in- 
structions—and if he did so act there 
was no one to instruct him but the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland opposite. That 
was one version; but now we have an- 
other from the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman, who says that he did not 
give instructions to the Crown Solicitor. 

Mr. HOLMES: I gave the Crown 
Solicitor instructions to conduct the case 
the ordinary way. Nothing beyond 

at. 

Mr. SEXTON: Exactly; and the 
Crown Solicitor stated before the magis- 
trates in Galway that he had instruc- 
tions to refuse bail. That is the point 
Tam yn Bg 

Mr. HOLMES : I thought at first the 
hon. Member was referring to the case 
of Father Fahy. It is true that I in- 
structed the Crown Solicitor of Galway, 
when the facts of the Woodford evic- 
tions were brought before me, that if 
an application were made for bail, he, 
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on behalf of the Crown, must oppose 


it. 

Mr. SEXTON: That was whatI was 
driving at; and if it is not satisfactory, 
at any rate it puts the debate on a frank 
footing when we understand that the 
rans sews lies with the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman. Well, I would 
ask the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man to explain how it is that bail was 
accepted by the legal subordinate of the 
Crown in one county of Ireland for the 
eight men who had been charged and 
found guilty, so far as a Grand Jury 
bill could find them guilty, of the 
murder of James Curran in Belfast—a 
circumstance which caused a great sen- 
sation in the town for months—I ask 
why bail was allowed to these people 
and refused to 24 poor tenants who 
threw hot water on some bailiffs when 
they came to serve notices of eviction, 
but who abandoned that course as soon 
they were warned that such conduct was 
wrong and would lead to serious conse- 
quences? Bail is said to have been 
refused to these men because one of 
them pushed a policeman and struck 
him with a mallet. This individual re- 
ferred to may have been guilty of such 
violence; but the Committee should 
know that he had been rendered des- 
perate by the condition of his wife. The 
police insisted upon expelling the poor 
woman from her house, and in the mo- 
ment she was expelled from the place 
in which her husband had been endea- 
vouring to keep a roof over her head 
she was prematurely delivered of a 
child. [A laugh.} An hon. and gallant 
Member opposite finds this very ridicu- 
lous, no doubt, for he is laughing ; but 
such are the incidents which accompany 
the administration of the law in Ireland, 
and I think the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman might have given favourable 
consideration to the case of this man, 
who must have been driven to a state 
of desperation by reason of the condition 
of his wife. I think the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman might have released 
him on bail; but, so far from that being 
the case, bail was refused and the man 
was detained in custody. The next in- 
cident in the unfortunate. sequence of 
these cases was that regarding Father 
Fahy. Father Fahy is known to be a 
clergyman of high character and an 
advocate of the administration of fair 
justice as between man and man. He 














rl 


wT ny weowellUmrrhlUcre err hl UOlUCCrmrlUrmhrwrmhUcUVMCUPClUCWCUCUOChCUhrHhCUTCU COCUlCUCUUUCUhUh NCU MhCC[CUhlUC!ChUrhhUCPC‘ 


ov Ee oe 


elt ed ee 


a ee i. | el 











625 Supply— Civit 


was deeply concerned in the extremity 
of these poor tenants. He went to see 
the landlord in order to intercede for 
them, and the landlord declares that 
Father Fahy used language of a threat- 
ening character to him. © rev. gen- 
tleman was ordered to find bail. The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman says 
that the order, as to Father Fahy, was 
one in the discretion of the Court, and 
that, having required him to find bail, 
there was no alternative but to commit 
him if he refused to give it. But we 
know perfectly well that in the case of 
a Court in Ireland the magistrates take 
the word of command from the repre- 
sentative of the Crown ; and all the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman had to do 
was to instruct the Crown Solicitor not 
to press for bail, and his instructions 
would have been followed. I say that 
the order of the Court in the case of 
Father Fahy will have to be cancelled. 
epara that claim on the language of 
the presiding magistrate himself. at 
did he say? Why, he said that Father 
Fahy had gone to see the landlord solely 
with the intention of promoting e 
and harmony between himself and his 
tenants. I want to know what is meant 
by treating a rev. gentleman, whom the 
—- magistrate believes to have 
een solely actuated by a desire to pro- 
mote peace and harmony between a 
landlord and his tenants—what is the 
meaning of convicting the rev. gentle- 
man under a Statute applicable to 
rogues and vagabonds? What is the 
meaning of binding this rev. gentleman 
over to be of good behavour for six 
months? It would be an affront to any 
ordinary person of good behaviour ; but, 
in the case of a clergyman, it amounts 
to an indignity and an insult. Father 
Fahy assured the magistrates that he 
had gone to see Mr. Lewis merely for 
the purpose of promoting peace, and 
that he had sincerely desired to act as 
mediator between Mr. Lewis and his 
tenants, as he had previously done in 
the case of William and Colonel Daly 
and their tenants. Here, then, we have 
the case of a clergyman who had re- 
eatedly acted as mediator between 
andlords and their tenants, and yet he 
is sent to 1 for six months because 


the landlord whom he interviews chooses 
to declare that violent language has 
_been used by him. The presiding ma- 
gistrate was of opinion that neither party 
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could remember everything exactly as it 
occurred, and he was pat that neither 


‘of them could — verbatim the con- 


versation which had taken place. He 
(the presiding magistrate) declared that 
he himself had had altercations with 
people, and that he knew by experience 
that it was impossible to remember 
every word that was spoken at such 
times. Indeed, he said he would go fur- 
ther, and say that even if such an alter- 
cation had occurred between himself 
and Father Fahy, or any other gentle- 
man, he would never have thought of 
bringing the matter into Court, and 
that probably after the whole affair was 
over they might have been better friends 
than ever. I submit to the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman whether, after that 
strong expression of opinion of the pre- 
siding magistrate who sat on the Bench 
when Father Fahy was ordered to find 
bail, it was expedient, or reconcilable 
with commen sense, that a course of 
persecution should be pursued towards 
this rev. gentleman? Father Fahy has 
to maintain his character with his flock ; 
he has to maintain his reputation for 
moderation of conduct and veracity ; and 
after he has publicly declared in Court 
that he never used such language to- 
wards Mr. Lewis as that imputed to 
him, how is it possible that he can give 
bail for his good behaviour? If Father 
Fahy consented to give bail, I ask you, 
Mr. Courtney—I ask the Committee— 
whether it would not be admitting that 
thecharge against him was well founded, 
and that his own denial of it was false? 
1 do not know how the rev. gentleman 
could resume his clerical functions 
amongst his congregation if he made 
such an admission as that. Does not 
every Member of this Committee feel 
that what Colonel Waring, the pre- 
siding magistrate, said from the Bench 
was the language of good feeling and 

od sense? The rev. gentleman may 

ave used indiscreet language, being 
carried away by his interest in the 
miserable and suffering tenantry; but 
even if that had been the case, Mr 
Lewis would have followed a much more 
discreet and manly course if he had re- 
frained from invoking the terrors of the 
law in consequence of observations made 
to him. I earnestly appeal to the Go- 
vernment now, at the beginning of the 
winter, to take in reference to this case 
some action which will tend to allay 
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blic feeling. The noble Lord o 
vite (Lord Bandol Churchill) is Mell 
uainted with Ireland. During his 
father’s Viceroyalty he had some years’ 
experience of that country, and he must 
be aware of the position the priesthood 
occupies in the affections of the Irish 
ple. He must know, from what he 
as seon of Ireland, that the arrest and 
imprisonment of a priest, particularly 
when that arrest and imprisonment are 
unjust, are calculated more than almost 
anything else to excite public —. 
After the declaration from the Bene 
as to the conduct of Father Fahy, I 
earnestly appeal to the noble Lord to 
take such steps as may be within the 
control of the Government to obtain the 
withdrawal of the rule of bail against 
the rev. gentleman. As to the other 
prisoners, now that the eviction cam- 
ign has ceased, I appeal to the noble 
rd that the most lenient attitude may 
be taken up in regard to them, and that 
they may be admitted to bail, as persons 
accused of murder have been itted 
in Belfast and elsewhere. I would ap- 
peal to him and to the Government not 
to pursue a course which, if persisted 
in, will deprive us of the last shred of 
hope that during the coming winter we 
shall avoid an experience of riot, turbu- 
lence, and bloodshed. 
Mr. HOLMES : I deny that, so far as 
I am concerned, any different action has 
been taken in the case of the Belfast 
prisoners to that adopted in the case of 
the Woodford prisoners. I think he 
will find, if he investigates the case of 
James Curran, that I am not responsible 
for what was done. In every instance 
which has come under my notice where 
I have been appealed to to allow ap- 
plication to be made to the magistrates 
to admit prisoners connected with the 
Belfast riots to bail, I have refused to 
consent to bail, with the single exception 
of the case of policemen committed for 
trial. I have, in such cases, directed 
that application to admit to bail should 
be opposed. My action has been the 
same on all occasions—I have treated 
Woodford exactly the same as I should 
have treated any other part of Ireland. 
As to Father Fahy’s case, whatever the 
prosiding magistrate may have said I 
ow that the Bench of Magistrates, 
including Colonel Waring, made the 
order under which the reverend gentle- 
man was arrested. When an order of 


Mr. Sexton 
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that kind is made it must be obeyed. 
The Crown has no dispensing power, 
neither has the Attorney General; we 
cannot say that we will enforce the law 
on one person one day, and that we 
will not enforce it on another person on 
another day. Whatever may have been 
the view taken by certain of the magis- 
trates as to the altercation which took 
pace between Father Fahy and Mr. 

wis, it is evident that in the opinion 
of the Bench the language of Father 
Fahy was sufficient to warrant his being 
put under a rule of bail. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman speaks as 
though he were entirely unaware of the 
course of proceeding in these magisterial 
cases in Ireland ; he speaks as though 
he did not know that the magistrates 
are largely guided in their decisions by 
the action and the tone of the Repre- 
sentative of the Castle Authorities. 
Such, however, is the state of things in 
Ireland. Now, what are the facts of 
this case? The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Belfast (Mr, Sexton) 
has put them forcibly before the Com- 
mittee; he has not added tothem. The 
reverend gentleman is accused, so far as 
I know on the testimony of one man, of 
using certain language in the course of 
an altercation, in which it is not denied 
that hot words were used on both sides. 
Everyone seems to admit that the 
reverend gentleman sought this inter- 
view with the intention of making peace, 
and of bringing a dispute between a 
landlord and his tenants to a termina- 
tion, We have in evidence before us 
the kind of reception Father Fahy met 
with when he arrived at Mr. Lewis’s 
house. It is quite possible, under the 
circumstances, that he may have lost his 
temper; but is there anyone here who 
will say that because a man who goes 
out with the good intention of making 
peace between a landlord and his ten- 
ants may have used strong jangnnge.-* 
though, be it observed, Father Fahy 
strenuously denies having used the lan- 
guage imputed to him—on the testimony 
of the one man with whom he was 
quarrelling without corroboration from 
anyone else he is to be put under an 
insulting rule of bail, and, in default of 
finding sureties, is to be sent to gaol for 
six months? I can quite understand 
that no one would be more pleased than 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
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the Attorney General for Ireland if 
Father Fahy would give bail; but if I 
were in Father Fahy’s position they 
might keep me in Galway Gaol for the 
whole six months, and I would not do 
it. The Act under which Father Fah 
is imprisoned is an obsolete Act, whic 
is specially directed against vagrants, 
vagabonds, and disturbers of the peace; 
and, I ask, is all this to be done on the 
word of one man with whom there has 
been an altercation? This is so glarin 
a case that the right hon. and fareat 
Gentleman is bound to tell the Com- 
mittee on what grounds the magistrates 
made this order, and whether they had 
corroborative evidence, or whether they 
had any ground at all for believing that 
the reverend gentleman used strong 
language. Mr. Bowler, who was acting 
on behalf of Father Fahy, stated in 
open Court that nothing was farther 
from Father Fahy’s intention than to 
use any language which could in any 
way cause terror or intimidate Mr. 
Lewis, and that if any unguarded ex- 
pressions had escaped from his lips he 
very much regretted them. Surely any 
honourable man would have accepted 
such a statement as that made in open 
Court ; but the Sessional Crown Solicitor, 
Mr. Blake, who represented Mr. Lewis, 
interfering, said, with a sneer—‘‘I think 
this a queer time to make such an 
apology.” As a matter of fact, it was 
not an apology, but an explanation. 
Mr. Bowler replied to this by remind- 
ing Mr. Blake that Father Fahy had no 
reason to suppose, until he received the 
summons, that Mr. Lewis was under 
any fear whatever, as he (Father Fahy) 
had never intended to use, or knowingly 
had used, language to place him me. a 
any fear. Colonel Waring again sug- 
ted an amicable settlement, evidently 
esiring to have the case disposed of 
there and then; but Colonel Waring 
was not the only magistrate in Court. 
It is a most outrageous thing that this 
Sessional Crown Solicitor—who is an 
agent, and was mixed up in these very 
evictions—should interfere when a settle- 
ment might have been come to. If he 
had had any sense of decency he would 
have desired to make peace and to bring 
this unpleasant incident to an amicable 
termination. But what does he do? 


Why, when an arrangement is proposed 
that would have been satisfactory to Mr. 
Lewis he interferes and remarks that it 
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is a queer time to apologize. The At- 
torney General seems to think that there 
is no way of getting out of the difficulty 
as to Father Fahy. I do not know 
what the reverend gentleman will do. 
He may be anxious to return to his 
clerical duties, and out of consideration 
for his clerical character he may wish to 
separate himself from the other prisoners 
in the gaol; but I must say, as I have 
already declared, that if I were in his 
place I would remain in prison until the 
end of the committal rather than give 
the security demanded. If he does 
adopt that course I must say that the 
Government will be very sick of Father 
Fahy before they have done with him. 
A more stupid and ill-considered act on 
the part of the Irish Government than 
this imprisonment of Father Fahy could 
not be conceived. Even if the state- 
ment of Mr. Lewis as to the language 
used by Father Fahy had been fully 
corroborated I doubt whether it would 
have been a wise course, knowing the 
feeling of the people of Ireland, to have 
put this priest in prison; but, in any 
case, they should not have taken that 
course until they were forced into it. 
We cannot form any other conclusion 
from what took place in Court than that 
pressure was brought to bear upon it by 
the Representatives of the Government. 
We all know how that pressure can be 
brought to bear upon a Court in Ire- 
land; and it is obvious that it was in 
consequence of this pressure that Father 
Fahy was sent to Galway Gaol. Now, 
I contend, in the first place, taking this 
case altogether apart from the position 
of the reverend gentleman as a priest, a 
gross act of injustice has been done. 
If Father Fahy were the poorest peasant 
in Galway I should say that it would be 
most unjust to take the man and commit 
him to gaol under a rule of bail on the 
sole evidence of another man with whom 
he has had an altercation without any 
corroboration whatever. I say if he 
were the poorest and lowest man in the 
country he should have justice done to 
him. But what are we to say, when it 
is not the poorest to whom justice is 
refused, but a man whose sacred 
calling and whose — in the 
county all lead to the strong primd 
facie presumption that he never did use 
the language imputed to him, and when 
that gentleman comes forward, and by 
the only means open to him—that is to 
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say, through his legal resentative — 
pda whee I feel every Mem- 


ber of the Committee, when he reads it, 
will acknowl is the amplest state- 
ment that could possibly be made under 
the circumstances? I ask hon. Members 
to consider for a moment the effect of 
consigning a man in the position of 
Father Fahy to gaol. I daresay Mem- 
bers of this House have had altercations 
with other people at various periods of 
their lives. Well, I ask them to try to 
realize what their feelings would be if 
they were brought up in Court by a 
man who chose to make himself their 
enemy, and were accused by him with 
having used language that they never 
had been guilty of; if they found them- 
selves, men of stainless character, called 
upon to give bail on uncorroborated 
evidence, under a long disused Act, 
under threat of being sent off to prison, 
and after a public explanation had been 
offered, what would their feelings be? 
And the Committee must remember that 
the position of an Irish priest in his 
own circle was every bit as high as 
theirs, and that the insult of calling 
upon him to find bail under these cir- 
cumstances was every bit as great to 
him as it would be to them. I will 
leave it to hon. Members to judge what 
the feelings of Father Fahy must be, 
seeing that he embarked in this matter 
with the very best intention. There is 
ample evidence that Father Fahy em- 
barked in the matter with the intention of 
doing good, and that his advances were 
not received in the same spirit by the gen- 
tleman to whom he addressed himself. 
No doubt there are strong reasons why 
Father Fahy should reconsider his posi- 
tion, and should decide upon giving bail. 
He will have a strong desire to return 
to his sacred duties; but, on the other 
hand, it will be most humiliating to a 
man of his character to follow a course 
which will practically be a confession of 
the justice of his sentence. The right 
hon. and learned Gentlemen the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland seems to think 
that the Government have no powers of 
remedy. Does he mean to tell us that 
the Executive are now tied hand and 
foot, and that Father Fahy will be kept 
in Galway Gaol for six months fur not 
giving bail? Are we to be told that on 
the pure statements of Mr. Lewis, un- 
corroborated by —— else, this priest 
is to lie in gaol for six months? A 
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re absurd statement could not be put 
orward. Everyone knows that the Exe- 
cutive could release Father Fahy to- 
night if they chose. If they have any 
common sense in them they will wire 
immediately to Dublin and order the 
Castle Authorities to liberate this man 
at once. [Zaughter.] I hear some hon. 
Gentlemen mete ap om themselves— 
hon. Gentlemen who always notify their 
presence during these debates in the 
same way—by laughing. I tell them, 
Sir, they will presently find this no 
laughing matter. It will presently 
land the Government in serious difficul- 
ties; and in the embarrassed and com- 
plicated position in which they find 
themselves at present, and which is 
likely to be aggravated in the future, I 
tell them that they will discover that 
the worst stroke they have done for a 
long time has been to declare war 
against the priests. If you want peace 
and good order in Ireland during the 
coming winter, which we all know is 
likely to prove so critical, you should 
endeavour to get the priests on your 
side. If all appeals for common jus- 
tice for the priests of that country are 
to be met with jeering laughter, I can 
assure you that you will find your- 
selves far from securing the sympathies 
of this powerful class. Gentlemen op- 
posite are far away from the scene; but 
the Irish landlords are in the midst of 
it, and to these I would address myself, 
and these I will assure that unless at 
this time they make a strong attempt to 
get the priests on their side they are 
likely to find in the future that they 
have made a very great mistake. If 
you allow it to go forth to the priests 
that any attempt they may make at 
bringing about a better state of feeling 
between the landlords and the pea- 
santry will be rewarded with six months’ 
imprisonment, my advice tc them will 
be to stand aside and let the tenants 
settle the matter with the landlords ; 
and when that course is followed by the 
priests the landlords are not likely to 
enjoy the results. I appeal to the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland. I have not 
touched upon the other question — 
namely, the admission of the Woodford 
risoners to bail, because it has been 
ully dealt with already. I feel, how- 
ever, that a gross act of injustice has 
been done. In the case of Father Fahy I 
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appeal to the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman whether he is going to allow 
this priest to remain in gaol for six 
months? 
lets him out of gaol the better. Perhaps 
he will tell us whether he is going to 
take steps to release Father Fahy? If 
he proposes to leave Father Fahy in 
okt I think he is doing a very foolish 
thing; but the sooner we know defi- 
nitely what he is going to do the better. 
So far as I am concerned, I do not 
know what the rev. gentleman’s decision 
as to giving bail will be; but if I were 
to offer him advice it would be not to 
give bail to the extent of a single 1d. 
under any circumstances. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
I want to know what hon. Gentlemen 
below the Gangway really mean? They 
seem to imagine that no .clergyman 
has ever been sent to gaol in any other 
country than Ireland. I see the Lord 
Advocate for Scotland sitting opposite, 
and he will bear me out when I say 
that not long ago a Scottish Presby- 
terian minister of high character, and 
much respected by his flock, came into 
collision with a Court of Justice, was 
committed to prison, and the Govern- 
ment declined to interfere, and allowed 
the decision of the Court of Session 
to stand until one of the parties with- 
drew the difficulty. Then the rev. gen- 
tleman was liberated. But when this 
entleman was imprisoned all Scotland 
fia not rise in rebellion ; Scottish Mem- 
bers did not come down to this House 
and declare that a terrible Scottish 
grievance had arisen, and that if this 
cle an was not liberated the land- 
lords of Scotland would have a bad time 
of it. I desire to know whether hon. 
Gentlemen below the Gangway mean 
that we are to have in Ireland one 
law for the priests and another for the 
easants? I think it will clear the air 
if we have an answer to that, and—— 
Mr. DILLON: I distinctly said no- 
thing of the kind. I said exactly the re- 
verse—that if it were the poorest peasant 
instead of a priest whose liberty was 
in question the Government would be 
bound to take steps to bring about his 
release. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I ask whe- 
ther we are to have one law for the 
riest and another for the peasant? 
he Act under which Father Pahy has 


been sent to gaol is said to be an-obso- ! 
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lete Act. Asa matter of fact, it is an 
Act used every day in Ireland. [Mr. 
Drzon: In Ireland ?] Yes; and in 
England, also, men are sent to gaol in 
default of finding bail. I happen to 
know Mr. Lewis, and that is my only 
reason for intervening this evening. It 
would be as well that the Committee 
should know something about the facts 
of this case. As a matter of fact, a 
notice was issued by the Lords’ Justices - 
revious to these evictions at Wood- 
ord, warning the people inst as- 
sembling thereat. ell, in the church 
where the rev. Mr. Fahy ministers, the 
people, on the Sunday preceding the 
day of the evictions, were advised to set 
the Proclamation at defiance and attend 
these evictions. I want the Committee 
to put themselves in the position of Mr. 
Lewis in this matter. He is a man who 
has been—— 

Taz CHAIRMAN : It is very neces- 
sary that this discussion should be con- 
fined, as I have already pointed out, 
to matter affecting the discretion of the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland and the 
Crown Solicitor in regard to bail. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I bow to 
your ruling, Sir, of course. All that I 
wish to say, since I cannot enter into 
the merits of the case, is that Mr. Lewis 
had a great deal to put up with, and a 
great deal to be afraid of ; at least, he 
thought he had. Ifthe right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland has any power to intervene, 
no one would be more glad than I 
should be to see the rev. gentleman 
released ; but, at the same time, I desire 
to say this—that I should not like this 
Committee or this House to sanction the 
idea that one law is to be meted out to 
priests, and another to peasants. 

Cotonzt NOLAN (Galway, N.): The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone has 
stated that he does not wish to see one 
law for the priest and another for the 
ae I thoroughly agree with him ; 

think he has laid down very sound 
doctrine ; but I should like to give a case, 
one-half of which I am _ thoroughly 
acquainted with, drawn from the county 
of Galway, and the other half of which 
I do not know so much about, drawn 
from the town of Belfast. With regard 
to the Belfast portion of my comparison, 
I shall speak from statements which 
were made in this House, which were 
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not contradicted, and which are ac- 
knowledged to be facts. I will mention 
these things to show that there is one 
law for the clergymen in the North of 
Ireland, and another for the priests in 
the South. I know of a case in which 
@ priest was asked to give bail, a case 
resembling as closely as possible that of 
Father Fahy. This priest pursued pre- 
cisely the same course as that adopted 
by Father Fahy. He consulted with a 
number of other clergymen as to what he 
should do, and they arrived at a totally 
different conclusion to the rev. gentle- 
men who advised with Father Fahy. 
They recommended him to give bail. 
The charge against him was that he had 
spoken against the Constabulary, and 
the strongest point alleged against him 
was that he had called the Constabulary 
ruffians. [{‘*Order!’’| Ifthe noble Lord 
opposite (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
has any remarks to make in reference to 
my speech, I hope he will get up in his 
place and make them. 

Coronet SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I ask your ruling, Mr. Courtney, 
as to whether the hon. and gallant 
Member is in Order in bringing these 
matters before the Committee ? 

Taz CHAIRMAN: I am waiting to 
hear the particulars from the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman. Perhaps he will 
say when the events to which he is 
alluding occurred? If his observations 
do not relate to something which hap- 
pened in the course of the current year 
they are clearly out of Order. 

Coronet NOLAN: The case I refer 
to is one in which a rev. gentleman, like 
Father Fahy, was asked to give bail. 

Coroner SAUNDERSON: When 
was it? Give the date. 

Coroner NOLAN: The case is, I 
think, about three years’ old; but the 
other case to which I wish to refer is 
nothing like three years’ old, but is quite 
recent. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Then I think the 
illustration would not be relevant. 

Coronet NOLAN: Then I will go to 
the other case which occurred this year, 
that of the rev. Dr. Kane, who called 
the lice murderers, and was not 
bound over to keep the peace. This I 
make the other part of my illustration. 
I had desired to quote acase with which 
I am perfectly familiar, because I was 
present during the whole of the pro- 
ceedings; but I am precluded from going 
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into that by your ruling, Sir. I was 
not preseut when this other incident 
occurred, therefore I cannot give it 
on my own authority. It is 

that at a time when Belfast was in a 
state of + excitement the rev. Dr. 
Kane spoke of the police as ‘‘ Morley’s 
murderers,” and was not asked to give 
bail to be of good conduct in the future. 
I believe that statement is perfectly 
eorrect. It was made in this House, 
and the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
opposite (Colonel Saunderson) did not 
contradict it. 

Coronen SAUNDERSON: Would 
the hon. and gallant Member be kind 
enough to give the date when those 
words were used ? 

Coronet, NOLAN: I expressly stated 
that I could not give the incident on 
my own authority; but I say it was 
mentioned in this House without being 
contradicted. It has been repeatedly 
mentioned. Unlike the hon. and gal- 
lant Gentleman opposite, I do not quote 
from anonymous pamphlets. [ ‘‘Order!’’} 
I will not refer to that matter further. 
What is this case of Father Fahy? It 
is notorious that in 1872 the rents 
were raised in Woodford, for political 
purposes. The Marquess of Clanricarde, 
on oan Election Petition, himself ad- 
mitted, on sworn testimony, that rents 
were raised for that purpose. 

Tae CHAIRMAN : I have more than 
once ruled that the question must be 
restricted to the discretion of the Crown 
Officer in the matter of bail. Any of 
these historical recollections must be 
beyond that question. 

Coronet NOLAN: Then I shall have 
to confine myself to rather a narrow 
argument, and one which I am not very 
capable of dealing with, becs.use it is 
one which goes back into very old 
historic law. I believe the authority 
under which the Crown Solicitor claims 
to be able to bind over this clergyman 
or anyone else to keep the peace is 
contained in an Act of Parliament 
passed in the time of Edward III.—a 
fossilized law only brought to light 
some four years ‘ago, dug up, I believe, 
in my neighbourhood by a Resident 
Magistrate who was thanked by the 
Government of the day, who thought a 
great deal of the discovery. I do not, as 
I say, feel myself capable of arguing this 
legal question ; but if it be true that the 
prosecution in the case of Father Fahy 
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time of Edward III., though I do not 
say that it is beyond the function of the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland, I still 
maintain that the course is one which it 
was not advisable to pursue in the pre- 
sent state of Ireland. I do not know, 
Mr, Courtney, whether you would con- 
sider it within your ruling to allude at 
all to the circumstances under which 
this clergyman was bound over to keep 
the peace, and the details of the offence 
he is alleged to have committed. I 
would remind you that the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell) 
spoke for a considerable time on the 
matter of the Scotch clergyman, and I 
think that I should be allowed —— 

Toe CHAIRMAN: I expressly called 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone to 
Order for entering into the antecedents 
of Mr. Lewis and Father Fahy. 

Coronet NOLAN: He certainly dealt 
with them for a considerable time—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! 

Coroner NOLAN: Well, for some 
time. 

An hon. Memser : For five minutes. 

Coronet NOLAN: Well, that is a 
considerable time, I should think. But 
I quite accept your ruling, Mr. Courtney. 
As it is declared to be out of Order to 
allude to the offence of Father Fahy, I 
would only point out to the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland that unless he is 
very sure of his law, and unless he can 
show a better precedent than an Act of 
Edward III., or even Edward VI., he 
ought to hesitate very seriously before 
he decides to allow a clergyman to re- 
main in prison for six months for not 
giving bail. As this clergyman denied 
the use of the language in respect of 
which he was ordered to find bail to 
keep the peace, I du not see how it could 
have been possible for him consistently 
to have agreed to be bound over to keep 
the peace. Father Fahy has, I think, 
under the circumstances, taken a proper 
course by going to prison; but that 
course throws great responsibility upon 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland. I 
hope he will be able to show that the 
ordinary law bears him out for his atti- 
tude in the case of Father Fahy, without 
going to the old Statute of Edward III. 
It does not matter whether he goes back 
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to Edward VI. or Edward III., so far 
as I am concerned, asa layman. I cer- 
tainly think that in so serious a matter 
as this no action ought to be taken unless 
it can be based upon some modern law. 
It may be said that I am out of Order 
in referring to this point; but, according 
to The Times account, Father Fahy seems 
to have been entrapped into the use of 
strong exclamations. He has denied . 
using the words alleged against him, 
and I do not say that he did use those 
words; but, according to Zhe Times ac- 
count of the matter, Mr. Lewis asked 
him into his house, and whilst there he 
made use of some expressions in respect 
of which Mr. Lewis considered that he 
should be bound over to keep the peace. 
That is the account given in the English 
Times; and it is most extraordinary to 
find that after a man has asked another 
into his house to have a conversation 
with him he should go to the magistrates 
and say—‘‘In having some conversa- 
tion with this clergyman hot words were 
used, and I therefore wish to have the 
clergyman bound over to keep the 
peace.” Whatever objectionable ex- 
pressions were used, they were ad- 
mittedly only used after Mr. Lewis had 
invited Father Fahy into his house. 
Why, then, did not Mr. Lewis content 
himself with asking Father Fahy to 
leave the house? ‘That is the course I 
should have taken—that any reasonable 
man would have adopted. I hope, then, 
— _ these —_ = be preeene 
and that, if possible, these ings, 
which have resulted in the im aovenstas 
of Father Fahy, will be quashed. I can 
well believe that a good deal of excite- 
ment has been created in the West of 
Ireland by this legally injudicious pro- 
ceeding. I say legally, use there 
has been a revival of a Statute, though 
an old and obsolete one. But on every 
other ground—considering the peculiar 
circumstances of the district, and the 
peculiar circumstances under which the 
altercation occurred —that is to say, 
Mr. Lewis having invited this rev. gen- 
tleman to his house—the proceeding is 
absolutely indefensible. I am very sorry, 
indeed, that I have been unable to go 
into the other case to which I alluded, 
where something similar occurred, be- 
cause I believe I should have been able 
to show the Committee the injudicious 
manner in which the law has been 
already put in force, and the difference 
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between the application of the law in 
the North and the West of Ireland. I 
am also sorry that I have been unable 
to point out to the Committee some facts 
which would have shown the circum- 
stances of Woodford to be, at the pre- 
sent moment, different from those of any 
other part of Ireland, and which would 
have connected it much more closely 
than other _— of the country with the 
agrarian di ory 
Sm JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Monaghan, 
8.): The right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Attorney General for Ireland 
has not said that it is beyond the com- 
petency of the Crown in Ireland to re- 
trace the steps of the Law Officers in 
this matter. Will he state whether it 
is not competent for the Government of 
Ireland, in some form or other, to quash 
the order of the magistrates against 
Father Fahy? There ought to be some 
form by which it could be done. I think 
we should be quite satisfied if the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman would as- 
sure us that the subject should be re- 
considered in the Council Chamber. The 
matter is one very deeply affecting the 
peace of Ireland; and if the Govern- 
ment wish to enlist the sympathies of 
the vast majority of the Members on 
this side of the ouse, they will at once 
set about undoing what has been done to 
Father Fahy. To the presiding magis- 
trate of the Bench before whom this 
case was heard it was admitted that the 
evidence amounted to this—that Father 
Fahy went to Mr. Lewis with the best 
intention as a peacemaker. It is well 
known that there are emakers and 
makers in Ireland ; and if I stood 
in need of one, it certainly would not be 
to the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
(Mr. T. W. Russell) that I should ap- 
al to discharge the function. But it 
is beyond question that Father Fahy’s 
motive was purely that of peacemaking. 
The hon. Member for South Tyrone will 
not deny that Mr. Lewis, though a re- 
spectable gentleman, is also rather pep- 
pery. Well, he invited Father Fahy 
into his house, and it is very likely that 
hot words were used, and that the rev. 
gentleman may have been tempted into 
saying something which he would not 
have said in cooler moments. On the 
unsupported testimony of Mr. Lewis 
Father Fahy was called on to give bail 
for six months; he declined, holding 
that if he did so it would be an admis- 
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sion of the truth of Mr, Lewis’s charge, 
and as a result was committed to prison. 
I believe the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 
Treland, on reflection, will see that the 
term of imprisonment which this rev. 

tleman has before him is far beyond 

e period of sentence, or amount of 
punishment, which would be awarded 
even if one could imagine that the 
alleged offence had been committed, and 
leaving out of sight the im t cir- 
cumstanoe that Father Fahy went to 
Mr. Lewis with the intention of becoming 
a peacemaker. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.): I do not think anyone 
was very much surprised to hear the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell) imputing 
to Members on these Benches a desire 
to have one law for the Catholic priest 
in Ireland and another for the ordinary 
subjects of the Queen. Sir, such an im- 

utation as that is only to be accounted 
or by the fact that the hon. Member 
owes his return to this House largely to 
the vote of the Orange Society, who are 
in the habit of insulting the Catholic 
people and their Representatives. It is 
precisely because we believe that the 
treatment received by Father Fahy was 
treatment such as should not have been 
given to the humblest person in the 
country that we protest against it here 
to-day. We protest not merely because 
Father Fahy is a priest, but simply be- 
cause he was treated in a grossly unfair 
manner; and in appealing to the Go- 
vernment to alter the unfortunate deci- 
sion which they arrived at in the im- 
prisonment of Father Fah, we Mgr 
to them not merely on the ground of 
his being a priest, but simply because 
the treatment he received was such as 
would have been unjust to anyone. 
But, Sir, we appeal more particularly 
to Her Majesty’s Government because 
Father Fahy is a priest ; not because we 
regard him as anything more on that 
account, but we appeal to the Govern- 
ment in their own interest because he is 
a priest. And why? It is a notorious 
fact that such distressing circumstances 
as have occurred at Woodford would 
have been in the past multiplied in 
number and intensity were it not for the 
interference of the Catholic priests of 
the country. I have myself been pre- 
sent at places where evictions have taken 
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place under what the people have con- 
sidered unjust circumstances, and where 
large masses of the people have as- 
sembled on the scene of eviction. I 
have seen dozens of cases myself where 
the people would inevitably have come 
in contact with the forces of the Crown 
engaged in the eviction were it not for 
the interference of the priests, who came 
to the scene strictly for the purpose of 
trying to calm the people and prevent 
riot and bloodshed. And now, Sir, 
Father Fahy went to the scene of these 
evictions in Woodford for the purpose 
of restraining the indignation of the 
people, and for the purpose of prevent- 
ing bloodshed, strife, and, perhaps, loss 
of life; he entered into conversation 
with the landlord, at whose instigation 
these evictions were being carried out; 
and the landlord used very strong lan- 
guage to Father Fahy, who, perhaps, 
lost his temper, no doubt because his 
efforts to keep peace were met in a 
hostile manner by the landlord. The 
result of this was that the landlord, Mr. 
Lewis, made an accusation against 
Father Fahy, and Father Fahy was put 
into prison. Now, if there had been 
some good evidence to prove that the 
Father’s language was unjustifiable, and 
witnesses were forthcoming, there might 
have been some cause to justify the 
Crown in keeping him in prison. But 
there is no proof whatever against 
Father Fahy, except the solitary evi- 
dence given by the landlord himself, 
who was engaged at the time in con- 
versation, when Father Fahy was al- 
leged to have used this language. The 
people of the district now find that the 
word of the landlord has been sufficient 
with the magistrates to cause the arrest 
and incarceration of Father Fahy. It 
is useless for the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for Ire- 
land to attempt to allege in defence of 
the Crown that the Bench of Magis- 
trates unanimously made out the warrant 
for the imprisonment of Father Fahy. 
It is a notorious fact that the Benches 
of Magistrates in Ireland are landlord 
partizans to a very great extent—at least, 
that is the opinion of the people. Well, 
there is no exception to that rule in the 
present case, for we find that the landlord 
went tothe magistrates, and upon the word 
of the landlord the magistrates made out 
a warrant for the imprisonment of Father 
Fahy, with the result that he is lying in 
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prison to-day, not because he has com- 
mitted any crime, for nothing of that 
sort is alleged against him, nor because 
there was weighty evidence brought for- 
ward. The people where Father Fahy 
lived, and who respect him, have got the 
bitter feeling and knowledge in their 
hearts that the word of a landlord was 
sufficient to take their priest from their 
midst and bring him into prison. Now, 
we say that the action of the Attorney 
General for Ireland is, to say the least 
of it, highly injudicious at the present 
time, when you cannot take up a news- 
paper in Ireland without reading the 
word ‘‘ eviction ’’—when you cannot 
take up a newspaper without seeing the 
record of evictions which have taken 

lace, or an account of evictions to come. 

t is generally feared upon all sides that 
during the winter there will be a great 
number of evictions in Ireland, and the 
only thing we have to uphold our belief 
that those evictions will not be alto- 
gether so disastrous as we fear they may 
be is the one hope in the interference of 
the priests between the exasperated 
people and the forces of the Crown. I 
tell this Committee that if it is to go 
forth that a priest going to the scene of 
an eviction for the purpose of making 
peace between the parties and prevent- 
ing strife—that if it goes forth that a 

riest on this mission, like Father Fahy, 
is upon the word of a landlord to be 
summarily imprisoned, it will not tend 
in any degree to lessen the danger which 
is likely to surround evictions in Ireland 
during the coming winter. It is be- 
cause of this fact, that the priests have 
always done their best to keep peace, 
and have always been determined to 
exert themselves to that end, that we 
appeal to the Government to release 
Father Fahy, so as not to discourage 
priests in other parts of Ireland from 

oing forth on like missions of peace. 

ather Fahy was imprisoned merely 
upon the word of a landlord who was 
interested in the evictions that were 
taking place in Woodford. Now, Sir, 
what is the feeling which is likely to go 
abroad in Ireland? 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I must invite the 
hon. Member to be less discursive. I 
have repeatedly indicated what is the 
point of discussion. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I am 
addressing the Committee on the im- 





prisonment of Father Fahy, and I am 
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aling to the Government to recon- 
sider their position in his case. I was 

ing to show what is the set he Tre- 
fand as an argument why the Govern- 
ment should reconsider their decision. 
Sir, the feeling with regard to the im- 
prisonment of Father Fahy and the cir- 
cumstances connected with these Wood- 
ford evictions is this—that the people 
will get it into their heads that some 
persons in high places want to have 
outrage and crime in Ireland. The 
eople have always known that priests 
ike Father Fahy have, like good angels 
in these matters, been preventing crime 
and outrage; and when they see him 
now cut down in the midst of his at- 
tempts to calm the people and prevent 
crime, there naturally comes into their 
minds the feeling that the landlords have 
their friends in high places, and that the 
Governmentreally want to exasperate the 
people, and to drive the people into acts 
which would give some cover for the in- 
troduction of repressive measures for 
Ireland during the coming winter. It 
is certainly because Father Fahy and 
priests like him have interfered to keep 
the peace on these occasions that I appeal 
to the Government ; and I would appeal 
to them to remember, in the interests of 
their landlord friends, that the landlords 
in Ireland would have fared worse had 
it not been for the interference and in- 
tercession of the priests of the country. 
I know of cases where the people had 
determined to stand out to the last, and 
where they would probably have been 
evicted, and the landlord get no rent, if 
the priest had not brought about a com- 
romise ; and I tell the landlords that 
it will not be to their interest if they 
put in prison without reason the priests 
who have assisted them in collecting 
their rents. [Zaughter.] I notice that 
a good many hon. Members opposite 
indulge in laughter at my remarks ; 
but 1 say this is no laughing matter, 
and that it is very unbecoming of a 
Member of this House to treat in 
this way a matter which I believe the 
Government themselves will admit to be 
of the highest importance and serious- 
ness. Now, with regard to the Woodford 
——* they were not admitted to bail, 
ecause the landlord used his influence 
with the magistrates to prevent it. But 
in Belfast, where a young man was done 
to death, and a true bill was brought 
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men were all admitted to bail in the sum 
of £50 a-piece. Why do younot inIreland 
apply to the West and South what you 
apply to Belfast? You allowed out on 
bail of £50 each those men who were 
concerned in a murder of an inoffensive 
man, who gave no provocation. But 
here you allow no bail to men who are 
led into extreme action, because they 
were driven from their homes, because 
their roofs were taken from their houses, 
and their wives and children were driven 
out. If the Government continue the 
course they are upon at present, I can 
tell them that they have commenced 
what will be a very bad time for 
them, and a very bad time for every- 
body in Ireland. They havein the case 
of the Woodford evictions acted in the 
interests of the landlord in refusing bail, 
simply because the landlord did not 
want it to be taken, and they have put 
a priest in prison, because the landlord 
raised his single voice to bring about 
that end. If you go on in this way you 
will exasperate the people. If you do 
so you will have disorder in Ireland, 
and that disorder the people of this 
country, as well as the people of Ireland, 
will see, from the protests we are now 
making, does not come from any action 
of the Nationalist Party, but from the 
action of the Government, who are 
always determined to stand by the land- 
lords, and from the action of those hon. 
Members of this House who ask nothing 
better than the imprisonment of priests. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Derby) 
I think the Attorney General for Ireland 
might shorten this discussion, which has 
certainly diverged somewhat from the 
point of debate, by removing what I 
cannot help thinking is a misapprehen- 
sion with regard to the facts of this case. 
I think there must be some mistake, and 
that the facts cannot have been accurately 
stated to the House. As regards the 
question of Father Fahy being a priest, 
1 think that ought not to enter into the 
matter at all. I think he should be dealt 
with as any other subject of the Crown. 
As far as my experience goes of putting 
priests in prison—and I have had some 
experience—it is that thereis avery great 
difficulty in getting them out again ; 
and that is one great objection to their 
being imprisoned. But we all agree that 
the same rule ought to be applied to 
everybody in similar circumstances. 


against nine men for the murder, those | Now the facts of this case, which has 
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only come to my knowledge this after- 
noon, have been stated by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mayo (Mr. on). I under- 
stand the hon. Memiber to say that a 
person desiring to remove difficulties 
which have arisen in these evictions went 
to the house of another person who was 
a landlord; apparently they did not 
agree; there was no one present, as I 
understand, and they had an altercation. 
Well, one party to the altercation goes 
before a magistrate and states what the 
other has done ; there is no corroboration 
whatever, and on that statement proceed- 
ings are taken, and the other party to 
the altercation is shut up. Now, if this 
can be so, it clearly lies with the first 
person who gets to the magistrate in 
cases of this kind to have the other 
partyshutup. It seems to me that the 
magistrate took a sensible view of the 
case. He said that when two people 
quarrel it is very likely that neither of 
them recollect what has taken place 
very accurately—at all events, neither of 
them is likely to give the most favourable 
view of the case of the other person, or 
the most accurate account of their own. 
Now, the extraordinary part of this story 
is that the magistrate recommended the 
case to be made up, but that the Crown 
Solicitor, who I understand—but I can- 
not help thinking there is some mistake 
about this—was himself concerned in 
these evictions, prevented the course 
being taken which the magistrate 
recommended, I do not know, but I 
think there must be some mistake 
here. Well, he did that under the direct 
instructions of the Attorney General for 
Ireland. Here is a Crown Agent and 
agent for the landlord preventing the 
magistrate making up the case; where- 
upon the magistrate gives his decision 
as to finding bail, and a man is sent to 
prison. That is the case as etated by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo. Since 
the hon. Gentleman spoke I believe the 
Attorney General for Ireland has said 
nothing ; and therefore, if he would make 
a statement which would remove the 
misapprehension which I believe exists, 
I think it would probably terminate this 
discussion. I think the case is one in 
which explanation is required. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmess) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): When this case was first 
noticed I did not think it desirable to 
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enter into a discussion of the facts, for 
the reason that any statement I might 
make in reference to the facts of the 
case must necessarily be an ex parte 
statement. I received certain informa- 
tion from Mr. Lewis, and I gave direc- 
tions upon the basis of that informa- 
tion to the Crown Solicitor. As to 
whether the information received be 
accurate or inaccurate I can say nothing. 
It was, of course, for the Court to hear 
the case and decide, and the judgment 
of the Court was based upon their con- 
clusion as to whether the information 
brought forward was accurate or not. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Derby (Sir William Harcourt) has 
asked what were the facts of the case. 
As far as I am acquainted with them, I 
shall at once tell the Committee what 
these circumstances are. IfI am rightly 
informed, there was no altercation be- 
tween Mr. Lewis and the Rev. Father 
Fahy. Mr. Lewis is a gentleman 
of whom I know nothing beyond 
what any other Member of the House 
may know, except one fact which 
is in the cognizance of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite—namely, that in 
the month of February last an attempt 
was made to blow up his house, either 
with dynamite or some other explosive 
material. It was partly successful ; but 
if it had succeeded entirely his house 
and family would have been destroyed. 
It is perfectly true that some time ago 
Father Fahy came to Mr. Lewis’s house— 
he was not invited to come—and asked 
Mr. Lewis what he intended to do in the 
ease of one or two tenants. Mr. Lewis 
gave an explanation which I think would 
satisfy most reasonable men—namely, 
that as regarded the holding on which 
the man was living the rent was paid 
for it, and he did not wish to dispossess 
him; but that as regarded another 
holding, which was subject to a dispute 
between the father and son, no rent had 
been paid for it, and he irtended to re- 
cover possession of it. Upon that Father 
Fahy got very indignant and excited, 
and told him that his house would be 
blown up with dynamite within six 
months ; that he himself would probably 
be killed; and that he felt it his duty to 
denounce him from the altar. pon 
these facts being brought to my know- 
ledge I did what I think any Attorney 
General would have done in similar cir- 
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cumstances. [ask whether, under those 
ciroumstances, the Attorney General 
would have any alternative except to 
direct the Crown Solicitor to take charge 
of the case, and have Father Fahy 
brought up before the magistrates, and 
the matter fully investigated ? Accord- 
ingly I gave the Crown Solicitor direc- 
tions to take charge of the case, to put 
himself in communication with Mr. 
Lewis, who had given the information, 
to have a summons issued and heard in 
the ordinary way before the Court. He 
did so. I know nothing at all of what 
occurred between the magistrates and 
the Crown Solicitor. I gave no directions 
to the Crown Solicitor, either to with- 
draw the proceedings or to go on with 
them. I i. no knowledge of what 
happened, but gave general directions to 
proceed. I understand that Mr. Lewis 
proved the facts as I have stated them 
to the Committee, and that he was not 
shaken in cross-examination, Under 
those circumstances the Court, consisting 
of more than one magistrate—I know not 
how many—unanimously made the order, 
and it was impossible for that Court to 
come to the conclusion of making such 
an order unless they believed the state- 
ment of Mr. Lewis. I ask, aanming 
that they believed that statement an 
granted the order, whether it would be 
proper or right for the Uourt to say that 
it was a matter for compromise and 
settlement? I do not know what the 
Crown Solicitor said; but if these facts 
were proved it was quite right for the 
Crown Solicitor to say—‘‘I will not bea 
party to any such arrangement ; I will 
eave the Court to judge.” I believe 
that in this case the procedure has been 
right from first to last, as faras I know, 
and I need hardly say that it has been 
taken in the Constitutional way. The 
Attorney General has nothing whatever 
to do with the case, which is in the hands 
of the Court. The order made was 
merely that Father Fahy should give 
sureties for good behaviour. If he had 
given sureties to keep the peace the 
matter would have been at an end at 
once and for ever. But he refused to do 
what the Court ordered him todo. These 
are the circumstances of the case, and 
under them there was no option but to 
do what has been done, and I am of 
opinion that the course taken was the 
i il and legitimate course to be pur- 
sued. 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have 
listened with interest to the state- 
ment of the Attorney General, and I 
observe some inconsistency in his account 
with what actually occurred in the Court. 
I know nothing of Father Fahy ; I know 
nothing of the circumstances of the case, 
except. what we read in the public Press. 
The Attorney General said that Father 
Fahy approached the landlord in an im- 
proper way, and said—‘ If you do not do 
so and so, your house will be blown up 
by dynamite.” 

Mr. HOLMES : I said that I was in- 
formed of that, and that I took proper 
means to deal with the case. 

Mr. DILLON: That is an important 
answer ; but the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman did not say who it was that 
informed him. 

Mr. HOLMES: I distinctly said that 
this information was given me by Mr. 
Lewis. 

Mr. DILLON : Upon the information 
he had, the right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman says he instructed the Crown 
Solicitor to press the case; but it turns 
out that he proceeded on the mere ipse 
dizit of Mr. Lewis. When the Court 
had listened to the case Colonel Waring, 
the presiding magistrate, after having 
heard the evidence, expressed the opinion 
which had been read to the Committee— 
that was not denied by the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman—the opinion was 
that an altercation had occurred between 
two gentlemen, heated language had 
passed, neither party could recollect ex- 
actly what had passed, and it was doubt- 
ful whether the language complained of 
had been used, ra it was a case that 
ought to be settled. Those were the 
words of the Resident Magistrate, and 
now we are told by the Attorney General 
that the Resident Magistrate had satis- 
fied himself that it was a case to be 
pressed—he had satisfied himself, he 
said, that it was a case the Crown Soli- 
citor should take up, and press for judg- 
ment, and the Crown Solicitor was in- 
structed and intervened, using all his 
influence to obtain the infliction of a 
penalty. 

Mr. HOLMES: I am sure the hon. 
Gentleman would not wish to misrepre- 
sent me; but he is attributing to me 
something very different to what I said. 
I expressly stated to the Committee that 
I gave no instructions to the Crown 
Solicitor, except to conduct the case in 
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the ordinary way. I e 


xpressly 
that I knew nothing of what happened believed, with the enco 


in Court. 


Mz. DILLON: If that is so, then the | rity—always too 
Crown Solicitor exceeded his instructions, | Courts, for they di 


for he did not issue the summons and 
proceed in the ordinary way—he pressed 


{Serremperk 16, 1886} 
stated landlords of Galway. Acting, as he 


! 
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ent of the 


Attorney General he strained his autho- 


| 


re in Magisterial 
all the Crown Soli- 
citor asked—and demanded that the 
Court should refuse bail to these men, 


for the judgment of the Court, and, who ought to have been bailed, and 
brought distinct pressure to bear on the | would have been admitted to bail in 
proceedings of the Court. He inter- | any other country in the world under 
posed and said it was not a fair case for | similar circumstances. He showed ‘his 
settlement, using that undue authority | animus on the subsequent Tuesday, 


that attaches to the representative of | 


the Crown in Irish Magisterial Courts. 
Further, I most distinctly claim to show 
—and I have the evidence to prove it— 
that the Crown Solicitor in this case was 

ossly biased, and displayed his bias. 
For what occurred? On the previous 
Thursday, when the prisoners were 
brought up who are now lying in Galway 
Prison, the Crown Solicitor refused the 
application for bail. Mr. Blake used 
language to which I will call attention, 
and ask was it language that should 
have been used considering the state of 

ublic feeling ? The Chairman was ad- 
tenes on behalf of the prisoners, and 
then Mr. Blake made the following 
speech :—— 

‘*He was glad to have the opportunity of 

making some reply to the very injudicious speech 
on behalf of some of the prisoners. They were 
told there was a dearth of teachers in the 
locality ; but he was afraid there was no dearth 
of teachers to instruct the people to resist the 
fulfilment of their contracts.” 
This, remember, was from the represen- 
tative of the Crown, and how can the 
people believe he was the representative 
of justice ?— 

**He undertook to say yesterday, before he 
got his instructions, that he would be instructed 
to refuse bail, and he was glad to say he 
had received instructions from Dublin to refuse 
it.”’ 

Is language such as that calculated to 
insure respect for the law? Here was 
an agent of the landlords saying—‘ He 
would undertake to say he would be in- 
structed,” and that ‘‘ he was glad to say 
he had been instructed to refuse bail.” 
In the name of goodness, what right 
had he to be glad? Did he not thereby 
show that he stood there as the represen- 
tative of the Galway landlords, not as the 
representative of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment? This is one of the strongest rea- 
sons we have for pushing theinvestigation 
of this matter to the bottom. Mr. Blake 


was plainly the agent of his masters the 





when the Resident Magistrate declared 
bis opinion that the case was one that 
ought to be settled, and the ae 
had a much better opportunity of judg- 
ing the facts than the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman in Dublin. The 
magistrate repeated his opinion three 
times over; hut the representative of the 
Crown stopped him, saying, in his opi- 
nion, the case ought not to be settled, 
and, making some sneering remarks, 
brought pressure to bear which has re- 
sulted in this most lamentable state of 
things. It is a most lamentable state of 
things, and the Government have to 
make the best of it. They may think 
it an easier matter to get a priest in than 
out of prison than the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the late Home Secretary found 
it; but if Father Fahy takes the advice 
I will offer he will not quit Galway 
Prison until he can leave it honourably. 
He will be thoroughly justified in 
telling the Government that if they 
are going to lock him in gaol until he 
dishonours himself by giving security 
not to act like a ruffian or a seamp, then 
he will continue to remain in prison. 
Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) : 
I will not go into the facts of a case of 
which I know nothing but what I have 
heard in Committee. I quite feel the 
exceeding difficulty of making the Com- 
mittee any kind of a Court of Appeal 
on the subject of the decisions of magis- 
trates or Judges, and it would be impos- 
sible in English jurisprudence that such 
a case could arise; but I will _— to 
hon. Gentlemen opposite to make more 
allowance than I think they do make for 
hon. Members sitting around me. It is 
clear from the statement of the right 
hon. and learned Attorney General for 
Ireland—it is clear from the knowledge 
we have received from listening to hon. 
Members who have preceded me, that 
all proceedings of this character are 
looked upon, rightly or wrongly, as being 
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taken under the direct action of the 
Crown. If that beso, it cannot be won- 
dered at that the Representatives of 
men who are thought to be unfairly 
tried should be inclined to defend them 
by attacking the representative of the 
Crown in the House of Commons—it is 
the only fashion in which they can do so. 
No suspicion rests upon English justice. 
I have come, during a rather troubled 
life, very often into collision with the 
authorities—{ Laughter]— and perhaps 
hon. Members who laugh at that would 
not have come off so well; but I have 
never permitted myself, when a decision 
has been against me, to suggest that the 
decision has been tainted with unfairness, 
however much I may have disagreed 
with the reasons that governed it. I 
knew that the Attorney General or Soli- 
citor General, of whatever political side 
—except so far as human nature is 
potent with all—did not allow their 
political feelings to influence them 
against me, and certainly there was 
nothing of the kind with the Judges. 
I have never heard—except on one occa- 
sion, when I admit it came from a 
ae of high authority in the 
ouse—I have never heard it suggested 
that English Judges could act unfairly. 
I did hear it once while sitting under 
the Gallery, the only seat I was then 
allowed to occupy. I heard the noble 
Lord the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
say a Government could procure any de- 
cision it pleased from English Judges. 
I confess I did not believe that—I say it 
with all respect—although I have often 
had decisions given against me. But it 
cannot be wondered at, when a noble 
Lord in a high position gave utterance 
to such a sentiment, that Members around 
should express a similar sentiment in 
respect to friends of theirs. It is clear 
that in this case—we have it from the 
Attorney General for Ireland—that the 
Crown Solicitor represented the Crown 
and the landlords at the same time—— 
Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmss) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): That is an entire mistake. 
The Crown Solicitor represented nobody 
but the Crown—no one has a right to 
say he represented anyone else. It has 
been stated that he was agent for Mr. 
Lewis; but that must have been stated 
oo an entire misapprehension of the 
cts. ' 


Mr. Bradlaugh 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have 
stated that Mr. Blake was agent for cer- 
tain Galway landlords. 

Mr. HOLMES: He was not agent 
for Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH: I am afraid I 
was rather obtuse in expressing myself. 
I will make my meaning more clear. 
Mr. Blake represented the Crown in 
substance, but he represented the land- 
lords in spirit, when he said he was glad 
he had received instructions which au- 
thorized him to oppose the granting of 
bail. 

Mr. HOLMES: The hon. Member is 
wholly wrong; the allegation does not 
apply to that case at all, but toa wholly 
different case. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH: That shows the 
excessive inconvenience of having to 
discuss such cases in the Committee at 
all. [Cheers.] Iam glad to have that 
recognized, for it is an inconvenience 
that must continually arise until the 
administration of justice in Ireland is 
placed on the same footing as it is in 
England. 

Tar CHANCELLOR or rxz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord RanporrnH CxuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, S.): I understand that 
during my absence the hon. Member for 
Northampton, who has just addressed 
the Committee, stated that he, sitting 
under the Gallery, heard me say that, 
in my opinion, the Crown could get 
any decision it wished from English 
Judges. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH:: That is so. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I can assure the hon. Member he is 
under an entire mistake, and I give an 
unqualified denial to the statement. 

Mz. BRADLAUGH: Perhaps the 
Committee will allow me to explain. It 
was a case in which I took some interest, 
for I was the defendant. Unless my 
memory quite betrays me, I heard the 
noble Lord make the remark, and I 
think the noble Lord objected to the 
constitution of the Court, and a special 
meeting of the High Court was held, 
and the Judges changed in consequence 
of the complaints of the noble Lord and 
a Colleague. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH OCHUROHILL: 
I can assure the hon. Member he is com- 
eerey in error, and I am sure the hon. 

ember will not find any record of 
my having given utterance to such an 
opinion. 
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Mr. BRADLAUGH: I shall be ex- 
ceedingly glad if my memory has de- 
ceived one. r 

Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): The case is eminently one 
that calls for the intervention of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. The right 
hon. Gentleman has over and over again 
expressed the feeling that it was the 
duty of the Government rather to ame- 
liorate than to exasperate the unfor- 
tunate state of things between landlord 
and tenant. When the right hon. Gen- 
tleman and his Colleagues had been 
charged with a desire to stimulate the 
harsh proceedings of landlords against 
tenants, he had over and over again, 
with every appearance of sincerity, dis- 
claimed any such intention. He had 
now an opportunity of carrying out his 
promises. Here was a case where inter- 
vention on his part would do much to 
remove exasperation and restore a better 
state of feeling. Having heard the 
speech of the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Sir William Harcourt) and the 
speech of the Attorney General for Ire- 
land, I think the Government will be 
most unwiseifthey donot act on theadvice 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo (Mr. 
Dillon) and order the immediate release 
of Father Fahy. The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland must know that nothing can 
make his difficult task in Ireland more 
difficult than that the impression should 
get abroad that the law, the Executive, 
and the landlords are synonymous terms. 
It is the duty of his high office to stand 
impartially between one class and the 
other, and see that equal justice is being 
done. Can any fair-minded man infer 
from what he has heard in Committee 
that the Crown does stand impartially 
between the classes? In the first place, 
there is a man filling two positions 
incompatible in view of the present 
position in Ireland—a representative of 
the Crown and a representative of the 
landlord class. Let the case be con- 
sidered calmly, as if it were a case be- 
tween two classes in England, and not in 
Ireland. What do we constantly hear 
from Scotch Members? What more 
frequent complaint is there than that in 
the painful struggle between crofters 


and landlords the same man often fills 
the position of Procurator Fiscal and the 

rivate position of landlord’s agent? 
Mr. Blake was the agent of Mr. Lewis. 
[‘*No! no!’] I use the word “agent” 


{Surrempgr 16, 1886} 
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not in the technical sense of the word ; 
if hon. Members choose to trip me up at 
every word and interrupt me there will 
be no chance of a calm consideration of 
the subject. Mr. Blake was acting for 
the landlords in these cases against the 
tenants. Surely everybody knows what 
that means? Here was a man who 
acted as law agent for the landlords 
acting as law agent for the Crown. 
This position imposed upon Mr. Blake 
the necessity of more care in the per- 
formance of his duty than if he were 
simply Crown Solicitor, or simply law 
agent for the landlords. Did he impose 
upon himself the restrictions of his 
position? By nomeans. The short ex- 
tracts from the account of the proceed- 
ings show that he brought into this case, 
as the representative of the Crown, all 
the animus and all the passion of a re- 
presentative of the landlords. That was 
the best way to bring the law into dis- 
repute, and divorce the sympathies of the 
people from those who administered the 
law. Bail has been asked for the pri- 
soners, and can anyone deny that in 
England or Scotland bail would have 
been allowed as a matter of course, and 
without question? Here are tenants 
bound to the locality by the ties of 
home, of family, and of farm tenancy, 
and yet they are not allowed bail, because 
the Orown Solicitor, who is the repre- 
sentative of the landlords, opposed it; 
he opposed the granting of bail with a 
savage glee that was altogether inde- 
corous in his position. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
He acted under instructions from the 
Government. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Surely the 
noble Lord has heard the language of 
the Crown Solicitor quoted. 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I have heard the statement of the At- 
torney General for Ireland. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I do not 
know whether the noble Lord has heard 
the speech of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo (Mr. Dillon), in which he quoted 
the language of the Crown Solicitor that 
he expected to receive instructions to 
refuse bail, and was glad he had received 
those instructions. I ask the noble 
Lord, who, with his Colleagues, share the 
responsibility of Government in Ireland, 
was it right for their representative to 
express this savage exultation ? This 
conduct, so unworthy of his position, 
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became much more serious, much more 
unworthy, when, as the noble Lord says, 
he acted as the spokesman of the Go- 
vernment. The Attorney General for 
Ireland, who is a dexterous Wisi Prius 
advocate, produced a strong impression 
on the Committee by his statement of 
the case; but hon. Members should re- 
member the fact that in the statement 
of the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
they had listened to the statement of one 
of the parties to the case, for in his reply 
to the hon. Member for East Mayo the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman had 
acknowledged that the statement upon 
which he acted, and which he repeated 
to the Committee, was the statement of 
Mr. Lewis, one of the parties in the 


case. 

Mr. HOLMES: I have explained 
that the reason I did not desire to enter 
into the discussion was that necessarily 
my information was ex parte. 

Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR: The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman began with 
the statement that his information was 
ex parte; but he concluded by giving 
his statement as a triumphant vindica- 
tion of the action of the Crown Solicitor. 
He produced an effect upon the Commit- 
tee that was entirely wrong by saying 
that the clergyman came to the man, 
wkose house had been previously at- 
tacked with dynamite, and threatened 
him with a repetition of that outrage. 
Tn that he attempted to prove too much. 
If that suggestion had been made in the 
Court where the case was heard, and if 
it had been proved, was it credible that 
the presiding magistrate would have 
thought it a case for the gentlemen to 
shake hands, go out of the Court, and 
forget all about it? Why, if Father 
Fahy had threatened the plaintiff in this 
case with being murdered withdynamite, 
would Colonel Waring, the Resident Ma- 
gistrate, having heard the whole case, 
have advised Mr. Lewis and Father 
Fahy, the threatened and the threatener, 
to ‘‘ kiss and be friends,” like children 
after a quarrel? It was evident the 
magistrate considered the case to be 
one of the most trivial character. How 
could the right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman reconcile this recommendation 
of Colonel Waring that the gentlemen 
should go out of Court, die hands, 
and forget it, with credence to the grave 
statement of Mr. Lewis? No; Colonel 
Waring did not believe Mr. Lewis. He 


Mr. T. P. O' Conner 


{COMMONS} 
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said, very properly, the two gentlemen 
were very excited and angry, and shout- 
ing at the top of their voices, said many 
angry things, asangrymendo. Colonel 
Waring attached no importance to 
the statement the Attorney General for 
Ireland was not ashamed to bring for- 
ward to induce the Committee to come 
to a wrong sense of the position. Though 
Colonel Waring expressed his opinion, 
there were landlords on the Bench be- 
side him, and the representative of land- 
lords in the Court appealed to the repre- 
sentatives of landlords on the Bench, 
and, using all his influence as the repre- 
sentative of the Crown, induced them to 
overrule the sensible, kindly advice of 
the Resident Magistrate, and so per- 
petrated this gross injustice. This is a 
ease for the intervention of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland between the magis- 
terial landlords and the representatives 
of the people ; and I am sure the Com- 
mittee, and the eountry generally, will 
be disappointed if many days pass over 
without an order for the unconditional 
release of Father Fahy. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): There 
is only one question I should like to ask 
the Attorney General for Ireland, which, 
as Law Officer, he can readily answer, 
and that is under what law was Father 
Fahy bound over to keep the peace? I 
have not myself the slightest pretence 
to legal knowledge; but on the Bench 
some elementary principles of law have 
occasionally to be studied or looked into. 
Up to 1882 there was the ordinary law, 
the operation of which was pretty much 
the same in England and Ireland. But 
in 1882 a great change was made, and 
then the principleof binding over to keep 
the peace was extended under an old 
Statute of Edward IILI., or, at any rate, 
a very old Statute. I believe that these 
very old Statutes were sometimes con- 
sidered the same as the Common Law. 
I am not an authority on that point; but 
I want the Attorney General for Ireland 
to go over this ground carefully, and 
explain this matter to the Committee, 
not simply to parry my question, putting 
me aside with superior legal knowledge, 
but carefully to explain under what law 
Father Fahy was bound over to keep 
the peace. 

Ma. BRADLAUGH : Perhaps I may 
be allowed to explain that since speak- 
ing I have referred to Hansard, and 
find that it does not corroborate my own 
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impression of what the noble Lord (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) said on the oeca- 
sion referred to a few minutes since. I 
joa it is only loyal for me to say 
this. 

Mr. HOLMES: In answer to the 
question of the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for Galway (Colonel Nolan), I may 
just tell him that a magistrate may bind 
a man in securities for the preservation 
of the peace under the Common Law. 
That was a power always exercised and 
approved. {in addition to that, under 
an Act of Parliament passed a long time 
ago——[Colonel Noray: But when ?} 
In the Reign of Edward III. Under 
that Statute magistrates may demand 
sureties for good behaviour. That 
Statute is not by any means obsolete ; 
it is acted upon in England almost every 
week. 

Cotoyen NOLAN: The Attorney 
General has not answered my question, 
under which Statute was Father Fahy 
bound over? Surely the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman can and will answer 
that question put in a simple form. 

Mr. MURPHY (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): 
I would not have intervened except to 
ask for further explanation of the state- 
ment as to the action taken upon the ex 
parte statement of Mr. Lewis. I con- 
fess I am amazed, Sir, to hear from the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland that he 
thinks it his duty, on the mere statement 
of one party in a case, to order a State 
prosecution with all the panoply of the 
forces of the Crown, and where the 
case consists, at the outside, of alleged 
pee sean | language of one man to 
another. think, Sir, that if in Eng- 
land an altercation, such as has been 
described by the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 
Ireland, took place, the parties would 
be allowed to fight it out for themselves. 
The man who made such a representa- 
tion, with a request for a prosecution by 
the Crown in England, would be told to 
issue a summons to the Magistrates’ 
Court or the Police Court, where the 
case would be summarily decided on its 
merits, with both the parties standing 
on equal terms. In Ireland we generally 
find that, in disputes between land- 
lords and someone else, the Crown 
Prosecutor mostly intervenes in the 
interests of the landlords. If anyone 
attacks the privileged classes, his case is 
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immediately made the subject of a Crown 
prosecution. I should like to know 
whether it is usual in England; and I 
would ask the Attorney Generel for 
England to say whether, in such a case 
as this of Father Fahy’s, the Crown 
would order a prosecution? In Ireland 
Crown prosecutions are ordered on the 
smallest provocation. They are ordered 
on the representation of local magis- 
trates fae other individuals who have 
influence with the Crown; and there is 
nothing, in my opinion, which tends 
more to lower the respect for the ad- 
ministration of the law than the inter- 

sition of the Crown as prosecutor in 
in cases of this kind, which will be 
always found to be in the interests of 
the landlord class, without having in- 
vestigated sufficiently the cases before 
they order prosecutions. In nearly all 
the cases where the Crown intervenes 
we find one class pitted against another. 
I maintain that nothing is more calcu- 
lated to lower the law, and to bring it into 
contempt in the eyes of the people, than 
the partial administration of the law by 
prosecutions of this kind. On the 
merits of this case I do not propose 
to say anything, as they have been dealt 
with by other speakers; but I do con- 
tend that the case illustrates the general 
proposition I have made. I do not be- 
lieve there is any similar system in 
England, nor would such a system . be 
tolerated by public opinion. I be- 
lieve that here, when people fall 
out, they are expected to settle their 
differences between themselves. This 
case was not such a one as the Crown 
ought to have intervened in, particularly 
as they intervened on the mere state- 
ment of Mr. Lewis as against that of 
Father Fahy. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
should like the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General to an- 
swer me on the point of law. He has 
declared there are two different branches 
of the law under which Father Fahy 
might have been convicted. I press my 
question, and I maintain we are entitled 
to the assistance of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman on the point of law; 
otherwise, what is the use of paying two 
Law Officers? What do the Attorney 
General and Solicitor General for Ire- 
land sit here for? I sup the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland does not answer 
because he is not a responsible Member 
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of the Government. I must, therefore, 
put my question to a responsible Mem- 
ber of the Government. I will put my 
question to the noble Lord the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer; but I cannot 
help being struck by the absurdity of 
there being two Irish Law Officers, who 
cannot inform us as to under which of 
two branches of the law a gentleman 
has been sent to prison. 

Tae CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrx OnvroniLr) 
(Paddington, S.): In answer to the hon. 
and gallant GentlemanI may say that my 
own opinion is distinctly this—that the 
Attorney General for Ireland, as the Re- 
presentative of the Government, has 
given the fullest explanation—the fullest 
statement of this case—that it is in the 
power of the Government to give. The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman has 
answered all the questions put to him 
in the clearest manner. [‘‘No!”] That 
is my opinion. I was asked for my 
opinion, and my opinion is, further, that 
no Member of the Government would be 
justified in occupying the time of the 
Committee further in continuing the 
discussion. 

Mrz. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): One 
point has been raised which I do not 
completely understand. I wish to know 
whether, since this trial took place, the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland has exa- 
mined the evidence upon which the 
magistrates acted; and, if he has done 
so, whether he approves of their action in 
the matter? As I understand the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman, all he 
knows about the case as yet he gathered 
from the preliminary ex parte informa- 
tion that was laid before him, and that 
it was upon the presumption that this 
evidence was true that he acted. What 
this Committee is asked to consider is 
the action of the magistrates on the evi- 
dence which was placed before them. 
As I understand, the Attorney General 
for Ireland defends that action; but he 
has not yet stated to the Committee, in 
spite of anything the noble Lord the 

hancellor of the Exchequer may say, 
whether he has seen the evidenee upon 
which the magistrates acted, and whe- 
ther, having seen it, he approves of what 
they have done. Let me say, however, 
that upon the statements made onthe one 
side and on the other it is obvious that 
the magistrates have come to an inex- 


Colonel Nolan 
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plicable conclusion. If, as hon. Gentle- 
men below the Gangway say they be- 
lieve, there was nothing in the case, why 
did the magistrates compel Father Fahy 
to give security to be of good behaviour 
for six months? That I cannot quite 
understand. If, as the Attorney Gene- 
ral for Ireland says, the magistrates 
believe the evidence laid before them, it 
is inexplicable to me how, with such a 
charge laid before them, they, being 
convinced of the truth of the charge, 
could have satisfied themselves with such 
a meagre and unsatisfactory decision as, 
upon his theory, they have arrived at. 
I think the Committee has not been put 
in possession of sufficient information 
from the Attorney General for Ireland 
upon this point. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.): In con- 
sequence of the very unsatisfactory 
answer we have received from the Go- 
vernment I feel it my duty to move the 
reduction of this Vote by £7,000, the 
amount of the salaries of the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland and his subordi- 
nates. We have heard from the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman that the 
first duty of the Government is to assert 


the law. The Government have always - 


claimed that they will have the law 
carried out so as to bring peace andcon- 
tentment to the people ; but the assertion 
of the law in this case does not tend to 
produce peace, but to produce excite- 
ment. In this case the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman not merely receives 
the information sent to him, as it is sent 
in other cases, by his subordinates, but 
he sends down before the trial special in- 
structions. He sends special instructions 
before the trial that these poor men 
who had been arrested should not be 
admitted tobail, but that they should be 
sent to prison. He now tells us that 
they can, if they choose, ge before one 
of the Judges of the Queen’s Bench. If 
they are able to make a case before the 
Queen’s Bench, the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman promises to look 
further into the matter with a view to 
ordering the acceptance of bail. Well, 
now, here he has all the facts already in 
his possession ; he knows exactly what 
the case is; but what does he invite 
these poor people to do? They are 
mostly ple holding small plots of 
land, and he invites them to go to Dublin 
to an expensive Law Court to assert that 
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they have a right to bail. I contend 
that the right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman knows right well that they 
have a right to bail; but it will not 
suit the policy of vengeance that he is 
carrying out to do them justice. The 
moment these people were convicted, 
they were conveyed from the Court as 
ordinary prisoners—they were hand- 
cuffed in pairs, and carried from Lough- 
rea to Galway. It is said that this is 
uot a policy of vengeance; that this is 
merely an assertion of the law; that this 
is not exasperating the people ; that this 
is not creating excitement. Now, Sir, I 
stated, in opening this discussion, that 
if the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
would consider my proposition I thought 
Father Fahy would put his own feelings 
aside, and that he would probably, with 
a view of restoring peace to the district, 
give way if the other prisoners were ad- 
mitted to bail. I may say I am not 
authorized to make this statement, I 
do not know whether Father Fahy would 
do asI say; but I think it is quite pos- 
sible he would have done so had my 
suggestion been accepted. But now, in 
consequence of the reply we have re- 
ceived this evening, I think he would 
certainly be degrading himself if he 
gave any such undertaking. I hope he 
will not; and I believe that before six 
months are over Dublin Castle will see 
better than continue to retain this reve- 
rend gentleman in gaol. I understand 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
to say that the Crown has no authority 
to intervene in verdicts by the inferior 
Courts, but that it is open for the gentle- 
man himself either to give bail or to 
remain in gaol. I can give the right 
hon and learned Gentleman an instance 
where a gentleman was committed to 
gaol, having refused to give bail under 
a similar Act. He was committed to 
aol for six months. He appealed to the 
urt of Queen’s Bench to be admitted 
to bail. Judge Lawson refused, and 
the Lord Lieutenant of the time—I 
think it was Earl Cowper—four weeks 
afterwards, on his own motion, Moe 
any other proceedings on the of the 
palace Falieiied the akin, be- 
cause he found it would be better that 
he should be atliberty; that it was better 
for the peace of the district and the 
country that he should be out of gaol. 
I say it would be better for the peace of 


the district of Woodford that the Rev. 
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Father Fahy should be unconditionally 
released, and that, in consequence of the 
manner in which our statements have 
been met, I am bound to press the 
Amendment I have moved to a division. 
The statement has been made over and 
over again—I made it at the beginning 
of the discussion, and it has been re- 
peated since—that Mr. Blake acted in a 
dual capacity—namely, that of solicitor 
for Mr. Lewis and solicitor for the 
Crown. That has beendenied. I assert 
not merely that he has been for years 
Mr. Lewis’s agent in carrying out evic- 
tions, but that he has been the main 
instrument in torturing Mr. Lewis’s 
tenantry, and that this is not the first 
time, as I should have proved if I had 
had the opportunity of making my 
statement this evening, that this man 
has incessantly tyrannized over the 
people in South Galway. I beg, Sir, to 
move that the Vote be reduced by 
£7,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £22,041, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March 1887, of Criminal Pro- 
secutions and other Law Charges in Ireland, 
including certain Allowances under the Act 15 
and 16 Vic. c. 83,’’—( Mr. Sheehy.) 


Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) : 
It may not be worth the while of the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer (Lord Randolph Churchill) or any 
Member of the Government to refer at 
further length to this question ; but it 
is worth our while. This is a test case, 
because it marks a certain line of policy 
it is the intention of the Government to 
pursue in Ireland during the next six 
months. They have got aclergyman in 
gaol—we do not know how many more 
clergymen they may have in gaol before 
Parliament meets again—and we do not 
know whether they will even stop there, 
or whether they will not go on and pro- 
eeed against the Representatives of the 
people. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for 
Ireland has said that the Statute of 
Edward III. has been used every day 
in England against criminals; but I 
would like to know how often it is used 
against parsons of the Established 
Church, or I should like to know how 
often it is used against Dissenting 
clergymen or clergymen of any denomi- 
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nation ? The Statute of Edward IIT., as 
everyone knows, is a Statute directed 
against rogues and vagabonds; and 
clergymen, even in England, do not 
come under that denomination. There 
is a farther point in connection with 
this question. The Rev. Mr. Fahy isa 
man well known in the South of Gal- 
way; he is well known as a man who 
has always been striving for peace and 

d order; as a man who has always 
endeavoured to stay the proceedings of 
landlords, and who has always en- 
deavoured to induce the tenants to come 
to terms with the landlord party where- 
ever possible. He has done so recently 
in a most successful manner in other 
cases. He approached Mr. Lewis to 
accomplish the same object, and Mr. 
Lewis took occasion to pick a quarrel 
with the Rev. Mr. Fahy, and imme- 
diately that quarrel was picked rushed 
into the police station and swore an 
information against the Rev. Mr. Fahy 
for the purpose of getting him bound 
over to keep the peace. The main point 
on which this information was based 
was that the Rev. Mr. Fahy had stated 
that Mr. Lewis’s house might be blown 
up by dynamite. Well, I believe his 
house was blown up by dynamite; but 
for a gentleman who occupies a bad 
house it is an extremely paying pro- 
ceeding to blow it up with dynamite. 
We had a case in the county of Kerry, 
not long ago, in which Mr. Samuel 
Hussey blew up his own house and 
came down on the county and got 
£1,500 for the purpose of repairing it— 
it was as good as putting £1,500 into 
Mr. mages Hh ye 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is travelling very 
wide of the point before the Committee. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: And this gen- 
tleman, Mr. Lewis, came forward to 
claim compensation for the injury done 
to his own house. 

Toe CHAIRMAN: Even that is not 
pertinent to the Amendment before the 
Committee. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: Oh, I will not 
Ps aneng further with the exploits of Mr. 

ewis in regard to the blowing up of 
his own house ; but I will say that every 
ta is aware that the Rev. Mr. Fahy 

as been during his whole life, during 
the whole period of his ministry, the 
agent of peace and good order in the 
South of Galway, and this gentleman 


Mr. M. J. Kenny 
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who swore an information against the 
Rev. Mr. Fahy, could not get even the 
Resident Magistrate of the district to 
lend anything like a favourable coun- 
tenance to the charge Mr. Lewis brought 
against him. During the whole pro- 
ceedings in Court, Colonel Waring, 
who is the Resident Magistrate, kept 
pressing on this gentleman, Mr. Lewis, 
to come to terms with the Rev. Mr. 
Fahy and go out of Court and shake 
hands and become friends, because the 
charges on which the proceedings wero 
based were of such a frivolous nature as 
not to deserve the attention of a Court 
of Justice. Colonel Waring, the Resi- 
dent Magistrate, went further, and said 
if he had been in the position of Mr. 
Lewis he would never have dreamt of 
instituting such proceedings. When 
we find a Resident Magistrate using 
language of that kind, using such lan- 
guage in a public Court, you may 

epend upon it the charge brought 
against the Rev. Mr. Fahy must have 
been of a trivial nature. There is a 
further point. The Attorney General 
for Ireland directed the Crown Prose- 
cutor of the county of Galway to refuse 
bail; but, in the first place, the Crown 
Prosecutor for the county of Galway 
had, on his own authority, decided to 
refuse bail, and when questioned in 
Court on this point he stated in expla- 
nation he refused bail previously on his 
own authority; but now he was happy 
to be supported in his proceedings by 
the recommendation and advice of the 
Attorney General for Ireland. Well, 
Sir, we know very well that if there was 
a serious charge, that if the charge 
against the Rev. Mr. Fahy was of a 
serious nature, the Government would 
not stop at that, the local magistrates 
would not be allowed to stop at binding 
the rev. gentleman over to keep the 
orm The local magistrates—who I 

elieve, in the main, have acted upon the 
request of the Crown Prosecutor—if the 
charge against the Rev. Mr. Fahy was 
a genuine charge and not a malicious 
one, would, you may be perfectly cer- 
tain, have returned the Rev. Mr. Fahy 
for trial at the next Assizes. Well, Sir, 
things would have been quite different 
if they had taken that turn. I do not 
think that the rev. gentleman himself 
would have objected to be returned for 
trial at the Winter Assizes, for then, at 
least, he would have had an opportunity 
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of being defended properly by counsel, 
and tried by a fair jury of Sligo jury- 
men, though they might be I mpg jury- 
men. But the whole proceedings of the 
Government point to one conclusion— 
that there is a desire on the part of the 
Government to strike terror into the 
eople of Connaught, to endeavour to 
Bully them in the interest of the land- 
lords into paying rents they cannot 
pay. That is the kernel of the whole 
uestion, and these law proceedings are 
or the purpose of intimidating these 
men. A local leader like the Rev. Mr. 
Fahy is pitched upon because he has 
always done his duty by the people, and 
the Government take the rst oppor- 
tunity of hurrying this man off to gaol 
for six months in lieu of humiliating 
himself to the extent of giving surety to 
be of good behaviour, as if any clergy- 
man would consent to so humiliating 
a process, conscious of his own inno- 
cénce and uprightness, conscious of the 
honour and propriety of his own cha- 
racter, as to enter into a bond in a Court 
of Law to be of good behaviour for six 
months towards a gentleman like Mr. 
Lewis, who is well known to be a rowdy 
and a bully. To ask a peaceful and 
upright man like the Rey. Mr. Fahy to 
enter into his recognizances to be of 
ood behaviour towards this man is not 
justice, but a travesty of justice. I may 
say the hon. Member for South Galway 
(Mr. Sheehy) has put his case very 
moderately, and I shall have extreme 
agp ee in supporting him if he presses 
is Amendment to a division. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): I was 
in hopes that this discussion would 
come to a conclusion very soon. I 
thought after the considerate, the mode- 
rate, and very able manner in which 
the case was put by my hon. Friends on 
these Benches, that the Attorney Gene- 
ral and the Government would consent 
to grant the very moderate request that 
was made to them ; but I find 1 was mis- 
taken. Complaints have been made as 
to occupying the time of this Committee. 
I must say for myself that during the 
debate which has occurred I have 
limited my observations to the narrowest 
space. It so happens that I am very 
well acquainted with most of the parties 
concerned in these evictions. I know a 


great deal about Mr. Lewis—and I do 
not want to say anythin 
about any man in this 


disparaging 
ouse, because 
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assertions of the sort are open to ques- 
tion, and people are often prompted by 
their prejudices to use language they 
might not be able to substantiate—he 
is a small landlord, and both himself 
and his mother have lived together and 
have been a great trouble to that part 
of the country. As regards the tenants 
against whom actions have been taken 
on the Clanricarde estate—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
have several times stated that it is not 
pertinent to the Vote before the Com- 
mittee to enter into all the relations be- 
tween landlord and tenant. The Ques- 
tion before the Committee is not the 
action of the Government in respect to 
the Rey. Mr. Fahy. 

Mr. HARRIS: The action of the 
Law Officers of the Crown, Sir, comes 
within the Question. In one case the 
rent was £25, and the law costs were 
laid down at £18. In the case of 
Patrick Conway, whose rent is £36, the 
costs were made out at £17 10s. In the 
case of James—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: That is not rele- 
vant to the question of criminal prose- 
cutions. 


Notice taken, that 40 Members were 
not present; Committee counted, and 40 
Members being found present, 


Mr. HARRIS: Mr. Courtney, I main- 
tain that, of my own knowledge, Mr. 
Blake is connected with nearly all the 
landlords in the county of Galway. He 
belongs to one of the old families, and 
he is land agent for several landlords. 
And if we consider that the law is, as I 
may say, entirely in the hands of the 
magistracy of the county and the law 
officers of the county, and that a close 
relationship such as I have described 
exists between them, it is very hard upon 
the poor ey 2 of the district to contend 
against the forces brought against them. 
From what I have read of the proceed- 
ings at the trial, it does not surprise me 
to know that Mr. Blake acted in a very 
partial and one-sided manner. He in- 
sisted upon Father Fahy giving bail. It 
is not only Father rely: but the poor 

eople arrested in Woodford and brought 
Pefere the magistrates, who have been 
treated in a most cruel manner. I am 
sorry that the Government do not seem 
to realize the full importance of this 
matter, for one of the main causes of 
crime in county Galway, and I believe 
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in other counties, is the wantof confidence 
in the administration of the law, Our 
people are very shrewd, and if the law 
were to be administered in a fair and 
just manner I have no doubt that a 
tter relationship would exist between 
the Government and the people, and that 
very many crimes that have been com- 
mitted in the county of Galway would 
never have been committed. But, how- 
ever, when the people cease to have 
confidence in the law, when they see 
the magistracy, the Crown Prosecutors, 
the County Court Judges, and officers in 
every department of the law arranged 
against them; when they see that the 
law is not a protecting power, or a power 
which will do justice between man and 
man, especially between the rich and the 
poor, but is entirely on the side of the 
rich, which I am sorry to say it is in the 
county of Galway, it is not to be won- 
dered at that the people resort to ex- 
treme measures. The administration of 
the law is a very important matter. In 
the county of Galway, some few years 
ago, there was a fair amount of confi- 
dence in the law; but gradually con- 
tentions arose between landlord and 
tenant. Things have gone from bad to 
worse, and now,.I might say, the people 
are arrayed on one side and the law 
and the landlordocracy on the other. I 
would be glad indeed if the Government 
could see its way to alter this state of 
things; and I do not know anything 
which would tend to this end better 
than the release of Father Fahy. I also 
think that if the Attorney General for 
Ireland and the other Law Officers of 
the Crown could see their way to allow 
the poor people of Woodford who are 
now in prison to be liberated, a better 
state of things would arise in that part 
of the country, and we might havea 
chance of living in a peaceable and 
orderly manner. 
Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): The 
policy of the Law Officers of the Crown, 
artly owing to the work they do in the 
w Courts and partly to their work in 
Parliament, is one open to a good deal of 
question, and the manner in which they 
are paid is very extraordinary. I see that 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland receives 
£1,200 a-year in lieu of patent fees. 
There are no patent fees taken out in 
Ireland ; but still this payment of £1,200 
continues. However, up to this evening 


Mr. Harris 
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I always considered that the advantage 
of ee two Law Officers of the Crown 
for Ireland was that we should be able to 
obtain the best possible information upon 
legal questions. To my astonishment 
I have been refused that information ; 
failing to get it from the Law Officers of 
the Crown I appealed to the responsible 
Leader of the House an Randolph 
Churchill). I have asked under what 
branch of the law a clergyman in the 
county of Galway has been imprisoned, 
and I have been met with a cool refusal. 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
refuses to give me the information in 
the first instance, and he is backed up 
in his obduracy by the Leader of the 
House. The conduct of the Attorney 
General for Ireland in the House to- 
night has been very extraordinary. I put 
it down to mere caprice, rather than 
ignorance of the law. I trust that the 
Solicitor General for Ireland means to 
speak upon this subject; if he is not 
acquainted with the subtleties of Irish 
law, I am sure the English Law Officers, 
who are sitting by his side at this mo- 
ment, will be able to advise him. It is 
very important to know whether it is 
under the ordinary Common Law, or 
whether it is under the Statute of 
Edward III., that Father Fahy is at the 
present moment in gaol? I press that 
point. We know perfectly well that 
we cannot force an opinion from a Mi- 
nister of the Orown upon any point. I 
am very glad that the Attorney General 
for Ireland has now returned to the 
House, because, perhaps, the Solicitor 
General for Ireland might not have 
liked to give an opinion in the absence 
of his senior Colleague, which senior 
Colleague has refused information. The 
contention of the noble Lord the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that he will save 
time by making a totally new departure 
is one I cannot understand. I believe 
it is a well-established precedent that 
we may not ask information of any Mi- 
nister with the exception of the Law 
Officers, and the information we ask 
from them must be upon a legal point. 
I am not certain whether it is under the 
Common Law, or under the Statute of 
Edward III., that Father Fahy is im- 
prisoned. I have asked the question 
several times. I have appealed to the 
Leader of the House, and have got no 
satisfaction from him. I do not re- 
member, during the five Parliaments I 





oe . Oe a Oe at” Ohi =A UA At on. 6 foo ame i tk 


Meee O HM @ het 


a 











Supply —Civil 
have sat in the House, that a Committee 
has ever been similarly treated, and I 
think I am justified in moving to report 
Progress. I, therefore, beg to move, 
Mr. Oourtney, that you do report Pro- 
; but I state at the outset that the 
otion will be withdrawn if the At- 
torney General will only give us a satis- 
factory answer to our question. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report eects 
and ask leave to sit again.” —( Colonel 
Nolan.) 


Sm JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Mona- 
ghan, 8.): Before ee put the Ques- 
tion, Mr. Courtney, I should like to ask 
the Attorney General for Ireland par- 
ticularly whether the proceedings against 
Father Fahy have been taken under 34 
Edward III. c. 1., or not? If they have 
not been taken under this Statute, then 
under what Statute have they been 
taken? I trust the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman will find it within 
his competency to give an answer to my 
question. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): I think 
it is but reasonable, Mr. Courtney, 
when we have two Law Officers of the 
Crown in this House, that we should 
receive specific and definite answers to 
questions repeatedly put by us. My 
hon. and gallant Friend (Colonel Nolan) 
has put his question in the most respect- 
ful manner, and yet the Law Officers of 
the Crown sit silent on the Benches op- 
posite, and refuse to give him an an- 
swer. I think it is but fair and reason- 
able that we should ascertain from the 
Attorney General for Ireland, or from 
some other Member of the Government, 
under what Statute Father Fahy has 
been committed to gaol; and I respect- 
fully press upon the Government, and 

articularly upon the right hon. and 
earned Gentleman, who knows quite 
well under what Statute Father Fahy 
has been committed to gaol, to give 
us a respectful reply to a question put 
frequently in the most respectful 
manner. 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Homes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): The only reason why I have 
not risen again is that I have given the 
only reply I can give, not merely once, 
but twice, and that is this—that the 
facts proved before the magistrates 
justified them in putting the rev. gen- 
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tleman under a rule of bail. I have not 

t the evidence before me; and, there- 

re, I _ not know all the facts. ey 
course, it is perfectly open to any hon. 
Member to refer to the record of the 
ch , in order to ascertain under the 
provisions of what Statute the charge 
against Father Fahy has been brought. 
It is impossible I should know all about 
the case. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): Then, 
will the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man ascertain the facts ? 

Taz CHAIRMAN: The present dis- 
cussion is not relevant to the Motion to 
report Progress. 

Coronet NOLAN (Galway, N.): Mr. 
Courtney, I have got an answer from 
the Attorney General for Ireland. Of 
course, it is not a very satisfactory one ; 
but it seems to be the best it is in his 

wer to give on the present occasion. 

am convinced that it would have saved 
a great deal of time and bad temper if 
he had told all this before. I trust the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman will 
make it his business to ascertain under 
what Statute the charge has been 
brought, and that he will communicate 
the information to us as soon as he re- 
ceives it. Having received the intima- 
tion from the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman that he does not know the 
whole of the circumstances of the case, 
and that he has told us everything it 
is in his power to tell us, I beg to 
withdraw the Motion to report bro. 
gress. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question again proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £22,041, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year endin 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, of Orimi 
Prosecutions and other Law Charges in Ireland, 
including certain Allowances under the Act 15 
and 16 Vic. c. 83.’""—(Mr. Sheehy.) 


Mr. H. CAMPBELL (Fermanagh, 
8.): I think that the conduct of the 
Government, or of the Law Advisers of 
the Government, in refusing to accept 
bail in this case is very disgraceful, and 
such as no Member on these Benches 
ean help rising to express his indigna- 
tion at. We had the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s subordinate in the 
county of Galway coolly rising in Court 
and advising the magistrates to refuse 
bail, telling them that he was confident 
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that to-morrow it would be found that 
his action was su by the Law 
Officers of the Orown. The action of 
the Crown Solicitor in Galway shows 
very plainly the magnificent system of 
wire-pulling which exists in Ireland in 
the interest of the landlord class as 
against the tenantry or poorer class. 
As I have said, the Crown Solicitor an- 
nounced in Court that on the following 
day he would be able to prove that the 
action he recommended the magistrates 
to take would be justified by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. What happened 
in Galway is simply a repetition of what 
happens throughout the length and 
breadth of Ireland. In all the Irish 
counties the Government have chosen 
for their Crown Solicitors little paltry 
lawyers; men whom they are certain, 
when the necessity arises, will take the 
part of the landlord class against that 
of the humbler classes in Ireland. It is 
scandalous and monstrous that the Go- 
vernment should back up their Crown 
Solicitor in the county of Galway in re- 
fusing to give bail in the case of a scamp 
of a man like Mr. Lewis. [* Order, 
order!”’} I do not mean the term in 
any way offensively, Mr. Courtney, to 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General. It is well known 
that this Mr. Lewis is a man, like most 
of his class in Ireland, without cha- 
racter. He does not possess anything 
which goes to make up what is gene- 
rally comprised in the word man. It is 
more than probable that he spent his 
last half-crown in buying a few pounds 
of powder or a few pounds of dyna- 


mite. 

Tae OHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must confine his ob- 
servations to the Question under discus- 
sion, which I have frequented indicated 
to the Committee. 

Mr. H. CAMPBELL: I was just 
going to say that the conduct of the 
Government in refusing bail in the case 
of this clergyman, as against a gentle- 
man of the character and position of 
Mr. Lewis, is such as no one can 
justify. 

Mr. HOLMES: There has been no 
refusal of bail. 

Mr. H. CAMPBELL: At any rate, 
whether the Government refused to 
accept bail or not does not much matter. 
In this case the Rev. Father Fahy has 
acted as any Irishman, considering him- 


Mr. H. Campbell 
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vee Irishman, — oe He has 
e to go to gaol sooner than accept 
the ignominious position into which 
Her Majesty’s Government would like 
to force him. The other prisoners act- 
ing by his side have done likewise, and 
I Rave no two opinions as to which of 
the two—the Government or the rev. 
gentleman and his fellow-prisoners, 
when they return from gaol—will stand 
the higher in the estimation of the 
people of the locality. Do the Govern- 
ment think that by their present action 
in Galway they are smoothing the way for 
a peaceful or a quiet time in Ireland 
during the coming winter? Why, Sir, 
they are simply driving in the thin edge 
of the wedge, which will eventually split 
themselves. This is not the way in 
which a Government who desired to 
make matters go along smoothly between 
landlord and tenant in the different 
counties of Ireland during the coming 
winter should proceed. The arrest and 
casting into gaol of a clergyman of the 
persuasion to which by far the greater 
majority of the Irish people belong is 
certainly not the way by which you will 
firmly establish law and order in Ire- 
land. I can only say what I, asa Re- 
presentative of the people of Ireland, 
consider it my duty tosay—that the action 
of the Government in this matter will 
rebound upon them, and that they will 
create, by the big structure which the 
are raising in Galway, a difficulty whic 
will overwhelm them before many 
months ge by. 
Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, 
W.): Mr. Courtney, although I was not 
present here during the earlier part of 
the evening, matters of this kind ure 
nothing new to me. I have had, I 
should think, as varied an experience as 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland him- 
self in the matter of Crown prosecu- 
tions. My impression is that there is 
not on the face of the earth, in any 
country pretending to the slightest 
semblance of civilization, such a system 
of misgovernment in this matter as 
there is in Ireland. Protest after pro- 
test has been made against the manner 
in which the law is administered, or 
rather mal-administered, in Ireland. 
And I am sure that the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, and every conscien- 
tious Member of the Government, 
feels in his heart a repugnance excited 
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by the state of things which has been 
presented to this Committee this even- 
ing. The hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell), 
whom I see sitting below the Bar at this 
moment, stated this evening that we 
want one law for the priest and one law 
for the peasant in Ireland. Sir, that is 
not the fact. We do not want one law 
for the priest and one for the peasant ; 
but we do want one for the landlord, 
priest, and peasant alike. This is our 
position ; we want that equal law shall 
be dealt out to priest and peasant and 
landlord, to squire and labourer, in Ire- 
land. [Jronical cheers.| The hon. Gen- 
tleman (Mr. T. W. Russell) cheers. I 
do not doubt the sincerity of the hon. 
Member ; in fact, my complaint against 
him is that he is more biased by pre- 
judice than by any disposition to act 
unfairly, I must say I have not had 
much experience of the hon. Gentleman, 
but that the experience I have had of 
him is that in cases in which he has in- 
terfered he has acted with a chivalry 
which does him credit and a generosity 
which might not be expected from him. 
It is said of us that we are incessantly 
talking ; our complaint is that you are 
incessantly silent. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney Gene- 
ral for Ireland was asked a plain ques- 
tion on a matter of fact. [‘‘ Oh, oh!’’] 
It was a matter of fact, and a matter of 
law. It was a matter which was within 
his cognizance, and I have no hesita- 
tion in saying that it was quite com- 
petent for him to stand up in his place 
and give us the answer we desired. 
What was his action? What was his 
action, backed up and championed by 
the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer? His action was to give us 
a blank refusal, to tell us thathe would do 
nothing. My hon. and gallant Friend 
(Colonel Nolan) asked whether it was 
under the antediluvian Statuteof Edward 
III., or under any modern Act of Parlia- 
ment, that this reverend gentleman was 
convicted. [The Arrorney GENERAL 
for InzLanp: I shook my head.] He 
shook his head, but we did not know 
the meaning of it; and after a lot of 
screwing and drawing and bull-dosing, 
just like drawing a badger, we found 
that the meaning of the shake of the 
head was that there was nothing in the 
head. The right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman sat down there with an air that 
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would have done credit to a Solomon ; 
but when he rose he was unable to 
state under what Statute Father Fahy 
had been treated. Now, what are the 
real facts? The facts, I say, are dis- 
gaa to the English Government. 
he right hon. and learned Gentleman 
had to admit that he really did not 
know the whole of the facts of the case, 
The ugly complexion which we bear 
before the British public is owing to 
the fact that we have to ring all the 
changes in our endeavour to extort 
from a hostile, silent, and unwilling 
Government that which they might as a 
matter of decorum answer us readily 
and atonce. The admission of the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman throws a 
lurid light on the proceedings in Ire- 
land. The right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman admits that he does not know 
whether it was under the Statute of 
Edward III. or under a modern Statute 
that this prosecution was commenced. 
Mr. HOLMES: I think I stated that 
there is no modern Statute on the sub- 
ject, and that the law upon which these 
proceedings were based is put into daily 
force in England as well as in Ireland. 
Mr. E. HARRINGTON: Iam afraid 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
has only got deeper in the mire. The 
Attorney General for Ireland is a master 
of technicalities, but he does not appear 
to be acquainted fully with this matter. 
The alternatives in this case are the 
Statute of Edward III. or the Common 
Law. The noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has suggested that we 
ask these questions with an obstructive 
object. As a matter of fact, there is 
real ground for the questions which we 
have put to the Government. Is it not 
a notorious fact that the Statute of Ed- 
ward III. is aimed against rogues and 
vagabonds, and that under it a vaga- 
bond may be kept in gaol until he can 
find security for his good behaviour? I 
ask is it as a vagabond that this Irish 
priest has been treated? That is a rea- 
sonable question,. and I maintain that 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
has no right to shake his head and tell 
us that we have no right to ask such 
impertinent questions. No, Sir; the 
fate of a poor Galway priest is nothing 
to us; we are to concern ourselves with 
all the intricacies of the British Consti- 
tution. We are not to concern our- 
selves with what is done in Galway to a 
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priest of the Church to which the large 
majority of our people rvs g Now, 
Sir, the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man admitted in this House to-night— 
he will admit it now again—that it was 
he who directed the prosecution. Is it 
reasonable to suppose that when he did 
this he did not know under what law 
the proceedings would be taken? Ah, 
Sir, the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man positively winces under my state- 
ment. He directed the prosecution 
against the Catholic clergyman. He is 
paid for doing so. We, the Irish people, 
are paying him £7,000 a-year for direct- 
ing prosecutions, while he does not know 
under what Statute the prosecutions are 
to take place. I congratulate the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman upon his 
peace of mind in the matter. This is a 
vital question for us, and we have a 
right to press the question which we 
have addressed to him. The right hon. 
and learned Gentleman has also stood 
up in this House and has said that his 
deputy in the matter had no connection 
with the landlord. Well, my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Sheehy) who represents the division 
has asserted in this House that the man 
whois in that part of the country to re- 
present the Attorney General, and the 
man who is there torepresent Britishlaw, 
the continuance of which you want to 
force on us, is the agent for the land- 
lord in question. The case is not one 
directly between the landlord and the 
tenants, but between the landlord and 
the person who acts as mediator be- 
tween the landlord and the tenants. 
Who is this mediator; who stands by 
the poor tenantry and says a good word 
for them in their time of trouble; who 
has stood by them for generations when 
things looked darker than, thank God, 
they do now—who but the priest? 
Father Fahy was asked to walk into his 
prosecutor’s parlour—‘ Will you walk 
into my parlour said the spider to the 
fly?”” Hewalkedin; but we have only 
one ex parte version of what happened 
there, and that version, according to the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman, was 
supplied to him, and upon that version 
he directed the prosecution, and in 
directing that prosecution he did not 
tell his deputy that which, seeing that 
that deputy was a landlord’s man him- 
self, he should have been most particular 
to tell him—namely, which way to pro- 
ceed in the matter. Which way was he 
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to proceed ?. Under the Statute of Ed- 
ward III.? Sir, there is a phrase, which 
is not Greek, and which would he very 
well understood in Ireland — namely, 
‘* Proceed by the law of lauv laudhir ”— 
that is to say, proceed by the law of the 
strong hand. Not so long since I myself 
witnessed one of these extraordinary 
scenes which so frequently take place in 
the name of law and order in Ireland. 
I sat in the Court House whilst the case 
was proceeding, and saw the Clerk of 
Petty Sessions who was engaged there, 
fill up all the committals the day before 
the case was concluded. I ask all those 
hon. Members who are listening to me, 
who know anything about the udminis- 
stration of justice in England, what 
would be thought of the conduct of the 
officials in a Court who knew so well 
what the decision was to be that they 
made out the committals the day before 
the case was concluded ? This is a matter 
which I may have to bring up again for 
the delectation of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland later on in the debate. I 
saw with my own eyes the clerk filling 
up the committals the day before the 
prosecution had closed ; and I fancy that 
is a sample of the proceedings in the 
case of Father Fahy. I do not wonder 
that the noble Lord opposite (Lord Ran- 
dolph Churchill) is anxious to remain 
silent, and that the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland is anxious to mislead him. 
When the sun gets into blazing force 
there is such a thing as sun-stroke. 
Well, the truth is rising like the sun; 
soon it will get into the meridian, and 
we may expect the legal arrangements 
of Ireland to suffer from the sun-stroke 
of truth. This change is coming quickly, 
and I say to all fair-minded Englishmen 
who hear me that they will believe my 
words sooner than they think—they will 
believe that in Ireland there exists a 
hideous state of public wrong, a constant 
miscarriage of justice, and that the 
whole system will soon be laid bare to 
the light of day. The administration 
of law in that country is polluted at its 
source, that source being the connection 
which exists between the Government 
and the landlord system. In the case 
of the committals of which I have spoken 
—and in this matter the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman cannot plead non- 
responsibility, for the incident occurred 


676 








rl ee oe ee oe ie, eee 8. ULL. Ul es Ee ee oe. Ul, ee wv ws hw 





ren Sev te = aS F 





677 Supply — Ovvil ~ 
within the past two months, neither can 
it be said that I am overstepping the 
limits of your ruling, Mr. Courtney— 
the legal farce which was enacted was 
one of a kind with which we Irish 
Members are thoroughly familiar. There 
is no such thing as even justice in Ire- 
land; we behold either a ridiculous and 
outrageous farce or a dreadful tragedy 
which affects the lives of innocent men. 
I have described a legal farce I myself 
witnessed, the committals being made 
out long before the end of the case, and 
everyone connected with the prosecution, 
from the very policemen up to the highest 
officials there, knowing what the decision 
was to be. Application was made on 
behalf of the prisoners for bail, and the 
magistrates and all concerned acted their 
parts so well that the facts seemed to 
come upon them by surprise. A solemn 
whisper went round amongst them ; they 
affected to hold a consultation for a mo- 
ment; they looked round to the repre- 
sentative of the Crown, who said—‘ Oh, 
I am not yet in a position to say what is 
the state of mind of the Attorney Gene- 
ral on this matter.” I could have told 
him what the mind of the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman was. It was 
either represented figuratively by that 
calm repose in which he was indulging 
just now, or else it was represented by 
that phrase I quoted just now—‘ Pro- 
ceed by the law of lauv laudhir; go 
ahead as you please.” The magistrates 
said they would be most anxious and 
willing to give bail, but as they did not 
know the mind of the Attorney General 
on the matter, they could not do it. All 
this was in face of the fact that the com- 
mittals had been made out before myown 
eyes the day before. Does the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman not think 
it worth while to listen to how the law 
is administered in Ireland? He cannot 
stand up here and defend the action of 
his subordinates. “ Order, me $e 
An hon. Member cries ‘“ Order!” 

imagine I am the apostle of order. 
[ Laughter.| You may laugh. I myself 
have been the victim of the law in 
Ireland, and I would appeal to the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman to 
ask his subordinates what their opinion 
of that case was. I say that I and my 
Friends who approach in this way the 
purification of the law which creates 
disorder in Ireland are the real apostles 
of peace and order in that country, and 
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not you who sit on those Benches oppo- 
site and give a silent assent to the state- 
ments of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman, and give an occasional un- 
Parliamentary growl at the representa- 
tions which come from this quarter of 
the House. I want to eradicate the 
present disorder in Ireland, to take itu 

by the roots altogether and establish 
there something like that good order 
which ought to obtain in every civilized 
country in the world. Are the magis- 
trates in Ireland who sit on the Bench 
and are responsible for such a case as 
this of Father Fahy—but I will not 
pursue that farther, for I see by your 
gesture, Sir, that I am getting out of 
Order. I must confess that I have in- 
dulged in these few remarks rather in the 
heat of the moment in consequence of 
my recollection of what I have seen 
take place in a Court of Law, and hon. 
Members will, therefore, not feel sur- 
prised at not having heard from me any- 
thing in the nature of a connected essay. 
If I cut my observations short on this 
matter, it is not because I do not feel a 
great deal, or because I have not plenty 
to say on the matter. I have had a long 
experience of the maladministration of 
the law in Ireland, and, notwithstanding 
the magnificent salaries they receive, I 
do not envy the position of right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who have to cham- 
pion such gross anomalies and such a 
gross caricature of law as exists there. 
Right hon. Gentlemen would be right 
well advised if they would take that sen- 
sible course that evidently was in the 
mind of the presiding magistrate when 
he said—‘* Let this matter drop ; do not 
allow it to go further.” The Crown 
Solicitor should have taken the case no 
further. But the Government are now 
responsible for the action of their deputy, 
who there and then interrupted the har- 
mony of the proceedings. It would have 
been better for the cause of. law and order 
in the county of Galway if that harmony 
had not been interrupted at that time. 
Here we have a priest in gaol. In what 
position, I ask, is such a man more likely 
to advance the public peace—in gaol or 
out of it ? There is naturally a strong hos- 
tility to priests and tothe Church to which 
they belong, inthis country. [‘‘ No, no!” ] 
I say yes. Have we not seen it venti- 
lated in the letter which was addressed 
to the noble Leader of this House a few 
days ago? It is my duty to speak of 
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facts which I know, and I say this, that 
the priests in Ireland are a far more 
useful garrison, so far as the protection 
of the lives and property of the land- 
lords are peta A than any number of 
British soldiers. I declare that exaspera- 
tion would have reached a much greater 
height than ever it has had it not been 
for the salutary and useful influence 
exerted by the priests as peacemakers in 
Ireland. It is a common practice in 
Treland for us to warn enthusiastic 
friends of the Government not to venture 
upon a war against the priests. We 
tell them that if they do they will come 
ill out of it. The Government, however, 
seem only too glad of the opportunity 
afforded them by the over zeal of this 
clergyman in his desire to make peace 
between the members of his flock and 
the landlords, to make an attack upon 
the clerical party. Father Fahy, as has 
been pointed out, desired peace not 
war. He went to one of the landlords. 
Is it reasonable to suppose that, his 
errand being one of peace, he was seized 
with the desire to excite to crime? Is 
it likely that if he had intended to excite 
people to outrage and crime against 
this man, he would have gone into Mr. 
Lewis’s parlour to tell him so? Is such 
a theory to be maintained in the light 
of day? Ifthe right hon. and learned 
Gentleman knows anything at all about 
this case, he is aware of the fact that, 
when these two gentlemen met, they 
approached each other courteously, each 
one raising his hat, and that they 
then conversed together in regard to 
these evicted tenantry. The question of 
the eviction is not immediately before 
the Committee, but this is before the 
Committee, that the conversation grew 
first warm, then hot, and, I suppose, 
eventually got to a white heat; but, 
whatever was said in that conversation, 
it all grew out of the circumstance that 
the priest went there as a messenger of 
peace to bring about an amicable ar- 
rangement between the landlord and 
his tenants. I will not indulge in the 
rather natural suggestion which would 
come to the lips of most people, and say 
—‘‘ After all, it serves these priests right 
for endeavouring to throw their pro- 
tection round the landlords.” But that, 
at any rate, is the lesson the Govern- 
ment seem anxious to convey to the 
minds of the priests. That is the lesson 
which the silence of the Government 
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and this shielding of the Law Officers of 
the Crown in Ireland will convey to the 
minds of the people, if, when a man 
tries to make peace and it is found that 
his sympathies are in favour of bringing 
aboutan amicablesettlement between the 
landlords and the tenants, he is thrust 
into gaol. The fact is, the Govern- 
ment are maintaining their old policy; 
they are true to their colours. There 
can be no doubt that the present Govern- 
ment is “true blue.” It is maintain- 
ing its ancient reputation; it is carry- 
ing the blood-stained flag of old, and 
this is not the first drip of priests’ blood 
upon it. It is the priest-hunting policy 
of old, and I say that, in the end, the 
Government will be ashamed of it, and 
will have much more reason to regret it 
than we shall. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.): I rise to 
support the demand of my hon. Friend 
in relation to this matter. I must say 
that I deprecate, in the very strongest 
possible terms that I can command, any 
observation from any individual, even 
from the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell), or 
from any side of the House, that would 
accentuate or increase the religious dif- 
ferences and feelings now existing in 
Ireland, and that would increase ill- 
feeling between creed and creed, and 
class and class. It should be the desire 
of all sides of the House to diminish, 
rather than to increase, such a state of 
things. That has been my tendency 
and practice, and, so far as I know, 
the tendency and practice of my hon. 
Friends about me. It is their desire, so 
far as I know at present, to diminish 
instead of increase such feeling. We 
desire to live on the best possible terms 
with our fellow-countrymen. Our lot 
has been cast with them, and we would 
rather that peace should be maintained 
between all parties than that a constant 
state of hostility and warfare should 
prevail. In the case of Father Fahy, I 
desire to join my hon. Friends in an 
appeal to the Treasury Bench— 


Notice taken, that 40 Members were 
not present; Committee counted, and 40 
Members being found present, 


Mr. JORDAN: I was saying that I 
desire to join my hon. Friends on this 
side of the House in an appeal to the 
Treasury Bench—which was empty then, 
though it is full now—to take such steps, 
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as soon as convenient, as will lead to the 
remission of the sentence under which 
Father Fahy is now immured in Galway 
Gaol. I think it is right they should 
do so. In my opinion, the action of the 
Crown was in this case arbitrary, un- 
just, and impolitic. It was arbitrary iu 
allowing the imprisonment of Father 
Fahy for language alleged to have been 
used in an altercation. I think that the 
presiding magistrate, Colonel Waring, 
who intimated that gentlemen were not 
likely to remember words they used in 
the heat of an altercation, and who re- 
commended that an amicable settlement 
of the difficulty should be arrived at, 
took up a wise, judicious, and prudent 
attitude; and I trust that in fature we 
may see a greater number of such 
magistrates on the Bench in Ireland. 
If we had had more of them in the past, 
to give such advice, we should have had 
much less trouble in that country than 
we have had. The action of the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman, in ordering 
a prosecution in such a state of affairs, 
was arbitrary. I think it was also un- 
just to pass such a sentence on the rev- 
erend gentleman on the testimony of the 
one man against the testimony of the 
other. The magistrates found Father 
Fahy guilty-—— 

Tre CHAIRMAN: Order! The ques- 
tion of the justice of the sentence cannot 
be considered under this Vote. That 
has reference to the function of the 
magistrates. 

Mr. JORDAN: Well, the result, at 
any rate, was that the testimony of one 
gentleman was taken as against that of 
the other gentleman. 

Tuz CHAIRMAN: It is not com- 
petent for the hon. Gentleman to discuss 
that matter under the present Vote. It 
is not relevant to this Vote. 

Mr. JORDAN: I bow to your de- 
cision, Sir. I understood that the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Attor- 
ney General for Ireland, on the state- 
ment of one person, ordered a prose- 
cution, in an ex parte manner, and that 
he did not hear the statement of the 
defendant. Under the circumstances I 
think I may fairly say that the action of 
the Government was partial and one- 
sided, and, if so, I maintain that it was 
— and, further, that it was im- 
politic. I deplore for the peace of the 


country that this action has been taken, 
and this reverend gentleman has been 
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imprisoned. I think that instead of 
doing good it is calculated to do a con- 
siderable amount of harm. It came out 
in evidence—or, at least, whether it was 
in evidence or not, I think the prose- 
cution was based on the statement— 
that the reverend gentleman threatened 
Mr. Lewis, in the course of their alter- 
cation, that unless his (Father Fahy’s) 
view of the case were taken, the house 
of the other would be blown up with 
dynamite. I think that such a state- 
ment as that would be discreditable, and 
I do not think it likely that any gentle- 
man or any man would make it to an- 
other, much less is it likely that a clergy- 
man, or a person in the position of 
Father Fahy, would do so. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I have repeatedly 
pointed out to the hon. Gentleman that 
that question is not relevant to this 
Vote. All that can be discussed on this 
Vote is the action of the Crown Officer. 

Mr. JORDAN: Then I think that 
the action of the Crown was calculated 
to produce disorder and commotion in 
the country rather than peace and order. 
I have to say that I know, so far as my 
knowledge of the priesthood of Ireland 
goes, that the priests are the custodians 
of the peace of the country, and that in 
many parts of the country they have 
repressed crime and outrage rather than 
promoted it. I have again and again 
heard the Roman Catholic priests state 
to their people in large crowds as- 
sembled that they were neither to take 
offence from the opposite party nor to 
give offence. That is the general cha- 
racter of the Roman Catholic priest, so 
far as I know, and it is with the greatest 
possible pleasure that I bear testimony 
to it, to maintain the peace of the coun- 
try, and restrain the passions of men 
who have very often been outraged, and 
who, if they were not restrained by good 
counsel of that kind, might be tempted 
to commit deeds that afterwards both 
they themselves and other people would 
deplore. I think this reverend gentle- 
man has been placed under such a ban 
by being required to give bail that he is 
perfectly justified in refusing to assent to 
the sentence, and in going to gaol in 
preference. I would endorse the state- 
ment of my hon. Friend the Member for 
East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) and my other 
hon. Friends, that rather than admit 
that he had committed a fault which he 
was conscious of never having com- 
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mitted, and rather than admit that he 
was a rogue and vagabond—rather than 
acquiesce in the justice of such a sentence 
by finding bail—he did right to go to 
prison. I am certain that Father Fahy, 
after having heard of this discussion, 
rather than give any countenance to the 
legal assumption that he is a vagabond 
and a wanderer, by giving security for 
good behaviour, will continue to remain 
in prison until the term of his imprison- 
ment has expired. [‘‘Hear, hear!” 
and laughter.| No doubt, it is exceed- 
ingly delightful to my Friends—if I 
dare call them so—on the opposite side 
of the House to find that a Catholic 
priest has been imprisoned for having 
taken sides with the people from whom 
he sprung as against the class to which 
hon. Gentlemen on the opposite Benches 
belong. 

THe CHAIRMAN: I have already 
warned the hon. Gentleman; and if he 
is not more relevant in his observations 
he will come under the serious censure 
of the Chair. 

Mr. JORDAN: I have little further 
to say beyond that I do not take exactly 
the same view as some of my hon. 
Friends. I would not say that the same 
justice should be meted out to priests 
and peasants; that is not exactly the 

arallel. I think the same justice should 
be meted out to the priest in the South 
as to the pastor in the North. That is 
what I would advocate. I do not think 
it likely, from what has already taken 
place, that the use of violent language, 
inciting to crime and breach of the peace, 
would be visited in the case of the 
pastor in the North of Ireland with the 
same severe pains and penalties as 
would be inflicted on the Roman Catho- 
lie clergyman in the county of Galway. 
We have had very violent language 
used by pastors in Belfast and the North 
of Ireland lately, and no action what- 
ever has been taken by the Govern- 
ment; but the very moment that lan- 
guage is used by a Catholic priest to 
Mr. Lewis which Mr. Lewis chooses to 
consider disrespectful to his greatness, 
he, to scorea point in popularity with 
the landed and ruling classes, swears 
an information against that Catholic 
clergyman, gets him indicted and prose- 
cuted, and, contrary to the opinion and 
desire of the presiding magistrate, has 
him immured in Galway Gaol. I would 
join my hon. Friends on this side of the 
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House in pressing on the Government, 
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on grounds of justice and policy, to take 
such steps as will bring about the libe- 
ration of Father Fahy from Galway 
Gaol. 

Mr. COX (Clare, E.): I have great 
pleasure in supporting my hon. Friends 
who move the reduction of this Vote. 
The only regret I have is that I know 
very well our protests will be use- 
less, and that the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for Ire- 
land will get his salary. It is evident 
that it is through the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s action that this 
Catholie priest has been imprisoned. I 
ean well understand the silence of the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman; I 
ean understand his refusing to answer 
the questions which have been put to 
him by the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for Galway (Colonel Nolan). 
If he stated the Acts or Act under which 
this imprisonment is inflicted, he would 
only be opening up a precedent for the 
future. He wants to have both nets. 
Father Fahy is probably not the only 
priest who will be arrested for standing 
between the landlords and the people, 
and, under circumstances somewhat simi- 
lar to those of the present case, the Law 
Officers of the Crown may find it con- 
venient to discontinue action under one 
law and to proceed in the future under 
another. Supposing this is only the 
beginning of the Marquess of Salisbury’s 
20 years of coercion for Ireland. [If it 
is, the end may not be so far off as 20 
years. So far as we are concerned we 
are prepared to meet that policy ; the 
people of Ireland are prepared to meet 
it; the priests of Ireland, as the heads 
of the people, will be prepared to meet 
it; as also will the Represeutatives of 
the Irish people in this House. The 
people of Ireland have experienced that 
sort of law and order before, and the 
Government know perfectly well that no 
Irishman has ever come through an ex- 
perience of that law and order a greater 
lover of English rule than he was 
before. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman opposite is a landlord par- 
tizan, and as such is not likely to be an 
impartial administrator of justice in Ire- 
land. He instigated this prosecution 
because this Catholic priest stood be- 
tween the people and a landlord. I ask 
the Committee, if the positions were re- 
versed, and Father Fahy alleged that 
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he had been threatened by the landlord, 
would the right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman the Attorney General for Ireland 
alter his view and issue a prosecution 
against the landlord? I venture to say 
he would do nothing of the sort. As I 
said before, I believe this is the begin- 
ning of the Marquess of Salisbury’s 20 
years of coercion. The priests stood by 
the — in the past, and the people 
stood by them. The priests will stand 
by the people in the future, and so will 
the other leaders ; and if the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland desires by his atti- 
tude to-night to give us an example of 
the way the Government are going to 
meet the demands of the Irish people, 
and if he is shadowing forth what the 
government of Ireland will be in the 
coming winter, I venture to say that he 
is brewing a storm which will break 
with the greatest violence upon those 
who are responsible for its existence. 
Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Mayo, 8.): 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland in the 
attitude he has assumed in connection 
with this case reminds one very strongly 
of the Marquess of Salisbury’s ‘ 20 
years of firm government.’’ When the 
Marquess of Salisbury spoke those 
words, we, in our simplicity, thought 
he simply meant coercion; but the At- 
torney General for Ireland has found a 
way to get him out of the necessity of 
applying coercion. He has invented a 
new legal procedure which renders a 
Coercion Act unnecessary. He has in- 
vented a plan by which a person object- 
ing either to the Government or the 
landlord class can be, on the testimony 
of one person, interested or otherwise, 
shut up in gaol for six months. Cer- 
tainly that is a plan upon which the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman is 
very much to be congratulated. He de- 
serves, too, very high congratulation in 
regard to the manner in which his first 
essay in the carrying out of his new 
plan has succeeded. ‘The ease and sim- 
plicity with which the new plan works 
out is almost miraculous. According to 


the statement of the presiding magis- 
trate on the Bench before whom Father 
Fahy was tried, the rev. gentleman had 
gone as a peacemaker between landlord 
and tenant. 
cordin 


Fahy 


On previous occasions, ac- 
to what we are told, Father 
ad been successful as a peace- 
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maker. In carrying out his mission of 
merey he came to this Mr. Lowis, a 
neighbouring landlord, who was about 
to carry out a number of evictions. He 
went to this gentleman in the hope of 
effecting a settlement between him and 
his tenants. But to Mr. Lewis, and, 
presumably,to the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for Ire- 
land, this office of peacemaker assumed 
by Father Fahy was by no mean agree- 
able—as we can see it has not been 
agreeable to our Friends opposite. We 
know what steps were taken to put an 
end to Father Fahy’s office of peace- 
maker. [Cries of ‘Divide!”] Mr. 
Courtney, will you kindly keep Order, 
if you please? The Attorney General 
for Ireland has told us the history of 
the case. It appears that Mr. Lewis, 
with whom Father Faby had some al- 
tercation, went to Dublin, and what hap- 
pened? We were told in very simple 
language that Mr. Lewis stated his case 
to the Attorney General for Ireland ; 
the Attorney General for Ireland, at 
once convinced by the arguments of Mr. 
Lewis, instructed his understrapper to 
conduct the prosecution, and Father 
Fahy was locked up. This case touches 
us Irish Members acutely, and I beg to 
say that the conduct of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in indulging in threats 
against us for discharging our duty 
here is, if not unconstitutional, an out- 
rage andascandal. [ Cries of ‘“ With- 
draw!”] The committal of Father 
Fahy on the unsupported evidence and 
on the uncorroborated statement of Mr. 
Lewis is certainly a state of affairs which 
will have evil consequences in Ireland. 
I fear that the Government are very 
much inclined to go in for a policy of 
exasperation in Ireland. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer at the commencement 
of the Sessicn indulged in language 
which the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
endeavoured to explain away. He said 
that the landlords were to enforce 
their rights strictly, and that the Go- 
vernment would not shrink from re- 
covering the land for them—a direct 
encouragement to them to confiscate the 
tenants’ interests and to exterminate the 
people wholesale. 

Tus CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
hon. Member to confine his observations 
to the Vote before the Committee. 

Mn. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: To my 
mind, at all events, it appears that the 
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action of the Government is directed to 
opposing the feelings and the sentiments 
of the Irish people. I think, on the 
other hand, that their action ought to 
be directed to the removal of the ex- 
asperated feelings produced by events 
which are taking place in certain parts 
of the country, and it is certainly lament- 
able to think that the action recently 
taken, especially that of the Attorney 
General for Ireland, is calculated to in- 
tensify instead of appeasing the angry 
feelings which they seem to have done 
their best to provoke. In conclusion, I 
desire to protest, in the strongest manner, 
against the conduct of the Government 
towards Father Fahy. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I think it 
is now time to go to a division; but I 
am bound to say that the people of Ire- 
land will not be satisfied with the posi- 
tion taken up by the Government. I 
have just received a telegram to say 
that there are 70 people in gaol about 
this row. The gaol is so crammed that 
the old prisoners have had to be sent 
away to another part of the county, 
and judging from the terms of late tele- 
grams more people are likely to be im- 
prisoned before this row comes to an 
end. I do not believe that one minute 
more than was necessary has been taken 
up with this question—more than the 
importance of the subject demands. A 
more stupid and injudicious act was 
never committed by a Government. 
However, as it is plain that we are not 
going to get any satisfaction, we can do 
nothing better than go to a division. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 75; 
Noes 162: Majority 87.—(Div. List, 
No. 37.) 


Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. A. BLANE (Armagh, 8.): I rise 


for the purpose of moving the reduc- 
tion of this Vote by the sum of £2,250, 
being the expenses of the Crown Soli- 
citor on the North-East Circuit— Louth, 
Monaghan, Armagh, Down, and Antrim. 
Ihave to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the conduct of the Attorney 
General for Ireland—to two cases under 
the direction of this Crown Solicitor. 
There were two cases at Belfast, in one 
of which a person got seven years’ penal 
servitude for firing at the police, and, in 
the other, two men were charged with 
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firing at a Police Inspector. By the 
direction of the Attorney General for 
Ireland the charge was withdrawn, and 
when it had been withdrawn the pri- 
soners pleaded guilty to a second charge, 
and on the 11th of December last they 
got eight weeks’ imprisonment. I put 
this case at the time to the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, and asked whether, the 
two cases being precisely similar, having 
regard to the conduct of the Law Offi- 
cers of the Crown, the Government 
would not release the prisoners? But 
the answer which he gave me was that 
a Liberal Government were in Office 
when the sentence of seven years’ penal 
servitude was given, and that a Conser- 
vative Government were in Office when 
the sentence was given of eight weeks’ 
imprisonment. I hope the Committee 
will see that justice is done in this case. 
I do not see that there is any use in 
appealing to the Attorney General for 
Ireland or the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, in these cases, if they both return 
the same answer; but I do not think 
that, seeing these cases are almost iden- 
tical, the Attorney General for Ireland 
can get up and say that justice has 
been done between man and man. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £26,791, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, of Criminal 
Prosecutions and other Law Charges in Ire- 
land, including certain Allowances under the 
Act 15 and 16 Vic. c. 83.”—(Mr. Alexander 
Blane.) 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.): I think 
the action of the Attorney General for 
Treland will give materials for debate in 
this House for some time to come. I 
wish to call attention to one of the 
grossest miscarriages of justice ever 
heard of in Ireland under English rule. 
At the Munster Assizes, Denis Murphy 
was tried for shooting at Mr. Oottle, a 
member of the National League. The 
Grand Jury of the county was composed 
of landlords and agents, and they 
ignored the bill sent up to them. I 
have already directed the attention of 
the Attorney General for Ireland to this 
gross miscarriage of justice, and the 
cool, if not audacious, answer of the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman was — 


An hon. Memzer: I rise to Order, 
Sir. I wish to ask if the hon, Member 
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is in Order in the expressions he is 
using ? 

Tue OHAIRMAN: I am not pre- 
pared to say that the hon. Member is 
out of Order. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: The reply was 
that, having perused the depositions in 
the case, the Grand Jury were in his 
opinion justified in the course they had 
taken. Now, I have correspondence 
here which I will not read, because it 
would oceupy too much time ; but I will 
just give a summary of the depositions 
in this case, and I will ask any fair- 
minded Member on either side of the 
Committee, when they have heard the 
case, if he will get up and say that the 
Attorney General for Ireland was right 
in propping up and endorsing the scan- 
dalous action of the Grand Jury? A 
man named Denis Murphy had taken 
a farm in the neighbourhood of Bantry, 
from which another man had been 
evicted, and in consequence he was un- 
popular in the neighbourhood. A young 
man, the secretary to the local branch of 
the Irish National League, it is alleged 
by the son of Denis Murphy, had on 
frequent occasions denounced Denis 
Murphy at the meetings of the Irish 
National League. But it was denied 
that he had ever named him. 

THe CHAIRMAN: IL understand that 
the Grand Jury ignored the bill. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I say it was the 
duty of the Attorney General for Ire- 
land to send up a second indictment 
against the prisoner, and I beg to direct 
the attention of the Committee to his 
conduct in the matter. To proceed with 
the case. Mr. Cottle had left the village 
followed by Murphy, who fired at him 
with a revolver; he swore that the 
bullet whizzed past his ear—that he 
saw the flash, and in this he is corrobo- 
rated by Murphy’s own brother, who 
swore that Murphy fired the shot with 
the intention of frightening Cottle only. 
The constable swore that when Murphy 
was arrested he admitted that he fired 
the shot with the intention of frighten- 
ing Cottle. We have evidence that the 
shot was fired from a pistol held in the 
hand of Murphy; notwithstanding this, 
the Grand Jury of Cork, composed of 
landlords and agents, ignored the bill. 
Well Sir, the Attorney General for Ire- 
land on that occasion at once justified 
the action of the Grand Jury, and re- 
fused to take cognizance of their action 
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and send up a second bill. I submit 
that the action of the Attorney General 
for Ireland is not calculated to inspire 
confidence in the law among the people 
of Ireland. I submit that in this case 
it was the duty of the Attorney General 
for Ireland to see that justice was done ; 
and I say, further, that in this case there 
has been a gross miscarriage of justice. 
I believe that, in failing to get another 
indictment framed against Murphy, he 
has acted unconstitutionally, and that 
his action is sufficient to make the 
people of Ireland defend themselves 
against these murderous attacks. The 
result of his action, in this instance, is 
that Mr. Cottle, whenever he leaves home, 
seeing that he has no chance of getting 
justice or protection from the myrmidons 
of the law, goes armed with a six-cham- 
bered revolver, and says that he will 
not be again attacked with impunity. 
The action of the Attorney General for 
Ireland in this and in the last case that 
has been before the Committee is enough 
to make the people of Ireland refuse to 
give any assistance to the Law Officers of 
the Crown in Ireland, or to magistrates 
and County Court Judges in vindicating, 
carrying out, or making the people 
obedient to the law. ‘The Attorney 
General for Ireland is most anxious that 
a Catholic priest in Galway shall be im- 
prisoned ; but when an agent or instru- 
ment in the hands of the landlords 
strikes down an opponent, and ought to 
be tried for the act the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman refuses to take action, 
and thereby does what is calculated to 
bring the law in Ireland into contempt. 

Mr. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge): I do not intend to take 
up the time of the Committee at any 
length ; but as foreman of the Grand 
Jury in the case to which the hon. Mem- 
ber ‘refers, I desire to say this—that 
the Grand Jury were on their oath, and 
that the particular case engaged their 
most anxious intention, I think, for a 
longer time than any other case which 
came before them. I know the circum- 
stances and the sworn evidence brought 
before the Grand Jury, and I can tell 
the Committe that in this case the duty 
re upon them by their country was 

onestly and strictly carried out. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I forgot to men- 
tion one point. I think that the par- 
ticulars of this case should be laid on 
the Table of the House, in order that 
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hon. Members may see how justice in 
these matters is administered in Ireland. 
THe CHAIRMAN: The action of 
the Grand Jury is not a question which 
can be discussed under this Vote. 
Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.) : 
I have to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee to a case which occurred in Kerry 
of the police being fired at in the night. 
I do not want to labour this case; but I 
want to impress upon the Attorney 
General for Ireland to be very careful, 
and not by his remarks to say anything 
that may be used against the accused ; 
because I have known expressions which 
were used in this House become stereo- 
typed. The question before the Commit- 
tee is the salary of the Attorney General 
for Ireland. We want to ascertain how 
he earns that salary, and how far he 
deserves it; and bearing upon that 
point I am entitled to make an ap- 
eal to him at the present moment. 
here are several men in goal in Kerry 
for whom bail is refused. I say that 
the exceptional circumstances in Kerry 
give a certain colour of right to the pro- 
ceedings of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman in the disturbed districts ; but 
I think he will agree with me that this 
is a special case. There is an annual 
fair held in the county of Kerry which 
is attended by the people from the ad- 
jacent districts. On the night of the day 
when the fair was held, a car was pass- 
ing along the road, and it is alleged a 
shot was fired from it; and it is the 
assumption of the Crown itself that 
this was a freak. One of the men 
accused of that freak is a professional 
man—a doctor, and he is now in prison 
without bail; and I appeal to the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman whether 
it is not already time to terminate this 
procedure of taking him up in July, 
and keeping him in gaol to December or 
January? Another of the persons in 
this case is an auctioneer and merchant. 
I do not, of course, enter into the 
evidence relating to this case; and that 
is the reason why I appeal to the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman to say whe- 
ther he sees anything so abnormal in 
it that he should keep these men in 
prison for six months, and practically 
subject them to a penalty greater than 
the law warrants? I feel for the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman in not in- 
spiring at this time a t amount of 
confidence ; but I hope he will be able 
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to see his way to send a word to the 
magistrates upon the subject. It was 
upon his word that the magistrates re- 
fused bail. The matter was brought 
before one of the Judges, and his words 
were that if gentlemen indulged in a 
freak they must suffer for their freak. 
Well, I think the Judge is correct in 
saying that they must suffer; but my 
contention is that they ought not to 
suffer before they are found guilty. I 
apologize for having to go into this 
ease, but I express the hope that tho 
right hon. and learned Gentleman will 
be able to see his way to recommend 
bail to be taken; and 1 can assure him 
that the acceptance of bail in cases of 
this kind would materially facilitate the 
maintenance of order by the autho- 
rities. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I wish to 
refer to a matter which was the subject 
of a Question in this House. I wish to 
know what answer will be given to the 
Memorial of the people of the town of 
Clonmel, who ask that the Winter As- 
sizes should be held in that town instead 
of Cork? The Memorial has been very 
numerously signed, and I see no reason 
why the Law Officers of the Crown 
should not accede to the request. 

Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.): 
I have a question to ask the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman with regard to a 
bequest made in 1793 for the purpose 
of establishing a woollen factory at 
Wicklow. I do not make any charge 
ayainst the Crown and Treasury Solicitor, 
Mr. Lane Joynt, or the Attorney Gene- 
ral for Ireland,and I am bound to say that 
I have had some courteous letters from 
the former gentleman on the subject ; but 
the fact is that this sum of money has 
not been made available, nor can we 
get any satisfaction about it. I find in 
the Report of the Charity Commis- 
sioners a statement in which they say 
that a remarkable case has arisen under 
the will of a lady, Miss Elizabeth 
Eaton, made in 1793 and proved in 
1796; that the fund now accumulated 
in Court amounts to about £4,000. We 
are anxious to know whether there is 
any possibility of this sum being avail- 
able for the purpose intended, and we 
have already made application on the 
subject to the Attorney General for 
Ireland. The money has lain in 
Court for 55 years; and my object is 
to ascertain from the right hon. and 
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learned Gentleman whether he will see 
into the matter? There has been great 
distress in Wicklow during the last 
winter; I am afraid that this distress 
will be emphasized during the coming 
winter, and I am therefore anxious that 
this sum may, if possible, be available 
for the purpose of meeting that state of 
things. 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): The hon. Member for West 
Kerry (Mr. E. Harrington) has said, at 
the commencement of his observations, 
that the question before the Committee 
was as to whether the Attorney General 
for Ireland had earned his salary, 
or not. I think that most hon. Gen- 
tlemen in this House who have heard 
the discussion of this evening will 
very readily admit that the Attorney 
General for Ireland does earn his salary. 
It would seem that he is responsible for 
the discussion of all legal matters in 
this House; but, under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, one would think it hardly 
possible that the Attorney General for 
Ireland should get up on all occasions 
and discuss matters which are usually 
settled at the Assizes. Now, the hon. 
Member for South Armagh (Mr. Blane) 
referred to a charge against a man at 
Belfast, which, on my direction, was 
withdrawn. Now, I can tell the hon. 
Member that that was not done by my 
direction at all. The next case to which 
the attention of the Committee has been 
called is that of Denis Murphy. This 
man was sent up to the Summer Assizes, 
and the Grand Jury, as has been stated, 
ignored the bill; and in connection with 
this I may mention that my Predecessor 
was in Office three weeks after that, and 
he did not think it necessary to take any 
steps in the matter. I suppose the Oom- 
mittee is aware that neither the Attorney 
General for Ireland nor anyone else 
knows what takes place before the Grand 
Jury. The examination takes place in 
the room, and witnesses are called, but 
it is not in the power of the Attorney 
General for Ireland to control the deci- 
sion in any way. I find that witnesses 
were examined in this case, and that the 
bill was ignored. It does not lie with 
me to say that the Grand Jury made a 
mistake, and on the contrary I have not 
the slightest doubt that they were justi- 
fied in the action they took. The hon. 
Member should recollect that the evi- 
dence that comes before the Grand Jury 


{Serremper 16, 1886} 





Service Estimates. 694 
is often materially different from that 
which appears on the information. The 
Grand Jury having in this case felt jus- 
tified in ignoring the first bill, I suppose 
that they would have done so with the 
second also if it had been sent up to 
them. The hon. Member for West Kerry 
(Mr. E. Harrington) said, at the com- 
mencementof his remarks upon the case 
which he brought forward, that he hoped 
I would not make any observations in 
replying on the case which could preju- 
dice the accused. [ Mr. E. Harrincton: 
I qualified that.] I do not impute any- 
thing to the hon. Member; I merely 
call attention to this for the purpose of 
adding that I am most anxious to avoid 
making observations in cases where pro- 
ceedings have been instituted, or may 
afterwards be instituted. But it is a 
most inconvenient system to discuss 
these questions in the House at all, be- 
cause it is almost impossible to avoid 
saying something which might possibly 
anticipate the course of justice. I wish, 
aboveall things, to avoid that. Thecase to 
which the hon. Member for West Kerry 
referred was one in which application 
was made to the High Court of Justice, 
which heard the case from beginning to 
end, and, upon the exercise of its disere- 
tion, declined to make an order. What 
was done was by the order of the High 
Court, and that being so hon. Members 
will see that it is perfectly useless to 
make an appeal to the Government to 
do anything in the matter. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) has 
called my attention to the question of 
the Winter Assizes at Cork. The City 
of Cork is generally selected as the 
venue for the Winter Assizes held for 
Munster, because, all circumstances con- 
sidered, it is not only the most conve- 
nient place, but almost the only conve- 
nient place, in which to hold the Assizes. 
I admit that it imposes on the jurors 
of Cork a considerable burden ; but, at 
the same time, in all these matters we 
must weigh the conveniences of one 
against the inconveniences of the other, 
and I say that notwithstanding the 
burden imposed on the people of Cork, 
that the inconvenience might be greater 
if the Assizes were held elsewhere. As 
Attorney General for Ireland, I have 
nothing to do with this; it is a matter 
which is decided by the Privy Council, 
by whom any suggestion for improve- 
ment would no doubt be carefully con- 
sidered. As I have said, the balance of 
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convenience is in favour of the City of 
Cork, and it would probably be difficult 
to bring forward any argument to show 
that any other place would be more con- 
venient. The hon. Member for Wicklow 
(Mr. Corbet) has called attention to the 
sum of £4,000, which the Commissioners 
of Charitable Bequests discovered in 
1883 was lying in the Court of Chan- 
cery. It was difficult to trace how the 
money came there, and the investiga- 
tion occupied a considerable time. It is 
by no means certain that the money ean 
be applied to the purpose to which the 
hon. Member refers, because it is left 
by the will to the heirs of a particular 
family in England, of whom there are 
no less than 38. The late Attorney 
General for Ireland decided to take 
steps to get the question settled by a 
Court of Law, and there is reason to 
believe that the case will be decided 
shortly by the Judges. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.): 
In the case I have referred to, the repre- 
sentative of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman stated to the Court that he 
had no instructions from the Attorney 
General for Ireland, and he could not 
accept bail, and in that case the magis- 
trates felt themselves powerless, although 
they professed themselves willing, to ac- 
cept bail. We all know that if the 
representative of the Crown says—‘‘I 
am willing that bail should be accepted ; 
there is substantial bail offered for these 
men, and I am willing that it should be 
taken,” the magistrates would consent ; 
and when the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman stands up and says he has 
no power, he might as well say that this 
House has no power. It is the same now 
a3 it was in the old Roman times—if the 
Attorney General holds down his thumb, 
the prisoner is kept in; if he holds it 
up, he is admitted to bail. 

Question put, and negatived. 

Original Cuestion put, and agreed to. 


(3.) £38,861, to complete the sum for 
the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
Ireland. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I desire to ask the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Attorney 
General for Ireland (Mr. Holmes) whe- 
ther he has recently given attention to 
the possibility of economizing this 
Vote, and also the possibility of 
saving a considerable amount of ex- 


Mr. Holmes 


{COMMONS} 
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penditure in connection with the District 
Registrars in Ireland? There was a 
very able Minute drawn up some two 
years ago, I fancy by the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman himself—it was of 
such ability that I may naturally ascribe 
ittotheright hon. and learned Gentleman 
—in which the opinion was expressed 
that the Clerks of the Crown are 
thoroughly capable of performirg the 
duties now discharged by the District 
Registrars. The writer went on to ex- 
press the belief that the Revenue does 
not secure anything like the amount it 
ought to secure in respect to letters of 
administration and Probate generally, 
especially since the Land Act of 1870, 
and more especially since the Land Act 
of 1881. This is a question of consider- 
able importance not only with regard to 
the expenditure under this Vote, but also 
with respect to the Revenue. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): The Committee is aware that I 
have only been in Office a few weeks; 
during that time a great many matters 
have been brought under my notice, but 
amongst them there has not been that 
to which the hon. Member has referred. 
Now that he has directed my attention 
to it, I will give it the great consi- 
deration it deserves, with the view of 
carrying out as far as possible the recom- 
mendations contained in the Minute he 
| has alluded to. 


Vote agreed to. 


(4.) £7,835, to complete the sum for 
Registry of Deeds, Ireland. 


Mr. MURPHY (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): 
Mr. Courtney, I rise to call attention to 
the claims of the second and third class 
‘clerks in the Registry of Deeds Office, 
Dublin. The circumstances regarding 
the position of these clerks is pretty well 
known, as they have been more than 
once the subject of discussion in this 
House. It was admitted on all hands 
that those clerks had exceptional 
grievances to complain of; but as they 
have been now partially redressed, I 
need not go back on the question fur- 
ther than the year 1878. In the 
early part of the year 1878 a Royal 
Commission was appointed to inquire 
into the organization of the Registry of 
Deeds Office. In October, 1880, that 
Commiesion issued a Report, and one 
recommendation, amongst others, was— 











on & bt bet ct tte be co c@® bt pet oe at 4 me ee Oe tll Kt SCO Oe et hh 









697 = Supply— Civil 


“That the present second and third classes be 
united as a second class, the salaries to com- 
mence at £90, and to advance by yearly incre- 
ments of £10 to £300, the present maximum of 
the second class.’’ 


Notwithstanding that the Commission 
thus reported nothing was done in re- 
gard to the organization of the Office; 
but during the period from 1880 to 1885, 
various efforts were made to induce the 
Treasury to give effect to the recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commission. 
In 1885 the Treasury appointed a Com- 
mittee to inquire again into the circum- 
stances connected with this Office, and this 
Treasury Committee issued a Report 
which confirmed the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission as far asthe second 
and third class clerks were concerned. 
This Report was laid on the Table of the 
House during the last Session of Parlia- 
ment, but a copy of which unfortunately 
I have not been able to procure in the 
Library. The result of the Report, 
however, was that the Treasury issued a 
Minute based upon the Report of the 
Committee and upon the provisions of 
the Report of the Royal Casmiestea 
The Minute was as follows :-— 

“The present second and third classes shall 
be united, the salaries of the clerks rising by 
£10 a-year toa maximum of £300 a-year, and 
from the Ist April next each clerk who was in the 
third class on the 30th October, 1880, shall re- 
ceive the rate of salary to which he would have 
attained if this regulation had taken effect at 
the end of that financial year.” 


The meaning of that recommendation 
was that the clerks should enjoy hence- 
forth the rate of salary to which they 
would at this period have attained if 
the recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission of 1880 had been acted upon in 
1880. Well, Sir, [think that the Minute 
of the Treasury carries with it the justi- 
fication of the claim I am now about to 
make on behalf of these clerks. It is 
quite clear that the Minute issued in 
1885-6 is only intended to take effect 
at the beginning of this financial year ; 
but surely, if the change is reasonable 
now, it was reasonable in 1880, when 
the Royal Commission reported, and, 
therefore, the increments which would 
have accrued if the Minute had been 
issued in 1880 ought to be now given to 
the clerks, and treated, in fact, as back 
pay which is still due to them. The 
result of the reorganization generally 
of the Office is that the sum of about 
£2,000 has been saved annually, and 
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the whole amount of the arrears of pay 
which the clerks are claiming is only 
about £1,400, or considerably under 
one year’s saving of the reorganized 
Office. Considering the strong claims 
these gentleman have, and the length 
of time during which these grievances 
remained without any redress, I hope 
the Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Jackson) will put them in the posi- 
tion they would have occupied if the 
Treasury had at once acted on the recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commission, 
without waiting for six years to do so. 
At the present time I only ask the hon. 
Gentleman to give some promise that 
he will look into the matter himself, and 
give it the consideration it certainly de- 
serves. The concession desired is equit- 
able and just, and one to which the 
clerks are very properly entitled. 

Tue SECRE!IARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): The 
hon. Member has stated very fairly what 
I believe is the general impression of 
what happened in connection with the 
reorganization of this Office. The only 
point of difference between us is this, 
that there has been a little misappre- 
hension on the part of the clerks as to 
what really was the meaning of the 
Treasury Minute to which the hon. Gen- 
tleman has referred. We are only at 
issue as to the increments which would 
have been paid during the two periods 
to which the hon. Gentleman has re- 
ferred. This question has only been 
brought to my knowledge to-day. I will 
promise the hon. Gentleman that I 
will personally inquire into it, and see 
whither the clerks are fairly entitled to 
be allowed the increments. 

Mr. MURPHY: If the Treasury 
Minute had been issued at the time the 
Royal Commission reported, they would 
have been receiving this money all the 
time that has since passed by. That is 
the ground on which they make their 
claim. 

Mr. JACKSON: I would have re- 
ferred to the Treasury Minute if I had 
had time. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
I should just like to say that if the 
Treasury do not see their way to 
give the entire sum, they might, at 
all events, make some allowance to the 
clerks. 


Vote agreed to. 
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Registry of Judgments, Ireland. 


(6.) £26,613, to complete the sum for 
the Irish Land Commission. 


Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I wish 
to draw attention to a great incon- 
venience suffered by the tenants in Ire- 
land, owing to the fact that the Chief 
Commissioners of the Land Court do 
not hold their Courts of Appeal in con- 
venient centres. At present, tenants 
have to go to Dublin, with the result 
that they lose very much and the land- 
lords gain. Take the case of a tenant with 
seven or eight or ten acres of land, when 
the reduction made by the Sub-Oom- 
missioners is very small. The amount 
in dispute is, perhaps, only £2 or 
£3 a-year; but he has to bring all his 
witnesses to Dublin, and even then runs 
the risk of failure. He has to pay large 
fees to professional witnesses ; in fact, 
the game is not worth the candle. It is 
well known that in several cases land- 
lords have lodged appeals simply because 
they knew the tenants would not contest 
them, and the tenants have been com- 
pelled to settle out of Court at great loss, 
the landlords making their own terms. 
Surely it is quite easy for an ar- 
rangement to be made by which the 
Court of Appeal can hold its sittings in 
convenient centres. I called attention 
to this matter last Session, but all to no 
purpose. I trust the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary will give his 
attention to the question. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micuarx Hicxs-Beacz) 
(Bristol, W.): I agree with the hon. 
Member that appeals should be heard, as 
far as possible, at places convenient to the 
appellants. Of course, the Chief Commis- 
sioners have a considerable amount of 
work in Dublin, and cannot be expected 
to go about the country as frequently as 
Sub-Commissioners are sent; but still I 
think they ought to make arrangements 
to hear appeals at convenient places, and 
I will call their attention to the fact. 


Vote agreed to. 


(7.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £54,450 (in- 
cluding a Supplementary sum of £8,763), be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the 
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Allowances, and Expenses of various 
County Court Officers, and of in 
Treland, and of the Revising Barristers of the 
City of Dublin.” 


Mr. ARTHUR O’OONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I should like to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury (Mr. Jackson) if he 
can now do that which the Treasury 
official has said they will do? It was 
emer out before the Public Accounts 

ommittee that a number of Resident 
Magistrates in Ireland were receiving 
under this Vote sums which were ille- 
gally issued. The fact has been pointed 
out by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General in previous years, and some- 
thing has been promised which was to 
set the matter right. This year, againu, 
a similar Report was made and simi- 
lar evidence given before the Commit- 
tee, and the Treasury promised to send 
in a Memorandum to show the posi- 
tion the Treasury had taken up. At 
the time the Public Accounts Commit- 
tee rose no such Memorandum was 
received ; therefore, I desire to ask the 
hon. Gentleman what the position of 
the Treasury is in the matter ? 

Tue SECRETARY to tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): 
The position of the Treasury is this. 
In consequence of the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee the Trea- 
sury thought it their duty to take the 
opinion of the Law Officers. The Law 
Officers expressed the opinion that, though 
the course which has been adopted is 
within the law, it isa straining of the law. 
Inasmuch as we have no power to alter 
the matter without legislation, we are 
pressing, and shall continue to press, 
upon the Irish Office the necessity of ob- 
taining at the earliest moment the legis- 
lative changes requisite to legalize that 
which is really a straining of the law. 
Perhaps the hon. Gentleman will accept 
the assurance that that will be done next 

ear. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: They 
come to this Committee and ask for 
money to be issued for the purposes of 
particular officers with regard to which 
they have already received the opinion 
of the Law Officers that the issuing of 
the money is illegal, or that at any rate 
it is a straining of the law! 

Mr. JACKSON: The hon. Gentle- 
man will recollect I stated distinctly that 
the opinion of the Law Officers was 
that what has been done is within the 
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law, but that it was a straining of the 
law, and that, therefore, we propose to 
do that which we hold to be our clear 
duty, to put the matter right by obtain- 
ing the necessary legislation. 

Me. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: Will 
the hon. Gentleman lay on the Table the 
Memorandum which the Treasury offi- 
cial was to present, but did not present ? 

Mr. JACKSON : Certainly. 

Mr. J. O’CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
It is not my intention at this late hour of 
the night (11.20) to occupy the attention 
of the Committee at as great a length 
as I would had the hour been earlier; 
but it is my intention to move the reduc- 
tion of the Vote by the sum of £1,000, 
the amount of the salary of Captain 
Plunkett, the Special Resident Magistrate 
of the Cork District. I do so on the 
ground that Captain Plunkett, by the 
suppression of the right of public meet- 
ing in the South of Ireland, and by his 
failure to bring the guilty to justice, has 
created ill-will, and that it is, in the in- 
terest of good government and respect 
for the administration of the law, expe- 
dient that he should be dismissed from 
his position as Special Resident Magis- 
trate. Now, Sir, I do not think it needs 
any words of mine to arouse in the minds 
of Englishmen indignation at the sup- 
pression of the liberty of the people to 
indulge in free speech. The value of 
free speech and public meeting is well 
known to Englishmen. They have 
fought for and exercised that right, and 
to the exercise of that right is due the 
possession of those great liberties and 
privileges that the English people enjoy 
above the people, perhaps, of any other 
country on the face of the earth. But, 
Sir, in Ireland the right of public meet- 
ing and of free speech is of greater con- 
sequence and necessity than it is, per- 
haps, in any other country. It is well 
known by all hon. Members of the Com- 
mittee that there are many grievances 
to be redressed in Ireland. To the agi- 
tation that has taken place from time to 
time is due the fact that some of the dis- 
abilities under which Irishmen at one 
time laboured have been removed; it 
was due to agitation and to public meet- 
ing that the recent very necessary legis- 
lation has taken place, that the land laws 
have been reformed, that grievances 
have been remedied; and it is to the 
right of public meeting and to the right 
to agitation that the Irish people look 
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for the removal of every grievance 
under which they suffer. Well, Cap- 
tain Plunkett, who occupies the position 
of Special Resident Magistrate in the 
South of Ireland,’ has interfered with 
this right that is of so much consequence 
to the people. And not only has he in- 
terfered with the right of holding pub- 
lic meetings, but he has oppressed the 
people in an unnecessarily harsh and 
tyrannical manner. Without further 
preface, and in order to keep my word 
with the Committee, I shall relate briefly 
the manner in which Captain Plunkett 
has carried out his functions. I shall 
have to go back and quote from news- 
paper reports of as far back as 1883 in 
order to prove my contention—namely, 
that by retaining this Special Resident 
Magistrate the Government are doing 
themselves an injustice, and doing what 
is only calculated to bring the adminis- 
tration of the law into disrepute. The 
Cork Herald of October 22, 1883, said— 

““The National League meeting announced 
to be held at Inniscarra yesterday was pro- 
claimed in pursuance of the Lord Lieutenant's 
kt aceaaaaaa to that effect issued on Friday 
ast. 


The Proclamation was issued on the 
Friday and posted on the Saturday. It 
was, therefore, utterly impossible for the 
people who lived widely apart from each 
other to know that such a Proclamation 
had been made. 

“In connection with the suppression of the 
meeting a large force of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary was drafted to the place where it was 
intended to hold the meeting, and a Constabu- 
lary force, if required, was also at hand. In 
addition, Dr. Townshend was present in case it 
was necessary to bring his services into requisi- 
tion.” 

Ishall not use the many quotationsI have 
prepared to show how elaborate were the 
arrangements made by Captain Plunkett 
in order to scatter the people who came 
there in the exercise of their right, and 
to show the unnecessarily harsh and 
tyrannical manner in which Oaptain 
Plunkett acted in the suppression of the 
meetings of the Land League. I was 
announced to attend the meeting at 
Inniscarra. Although I knew the meet- 
ing was proclaimed I felt it my duty to 
go where I knew the people would be as- 
sembled. Knowing well the disposition 
of Captain Plunkett, knowing well that 
he desired to come into conflict with the 
people, knowing well that he was anxious 
to imbrue his hands in the blood of the 
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eS of “Order!” and ‘‘ With- 
w! ” 


Tae CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member will see the propriety of modi- 
fying that phrase. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR: Well, Mr. 
Courtney, I am called upon by you to 
withdraw the expression, and I will do 
so. From my knowledge, however, of 
the disposition of Captain Plunkett, I 
have no hesitation in saying that it 
would be with the greatest pleasure he 
would come into conflict with the people, 
in order that he might hurl the force at 
his disposal against them. 

Lory RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
I appeal to you, Mr. Courtney, whether 
it is within the privilege of debate in 
this House to bring charges of this kind 
against a public servant ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Gentleman will see he is approaching 
the verge of discretion, and that he 
might use language better befitting this 
Assembly. 

Mz. J. O’;CONNOR (who was received 
with cries of ‘‘ Withdraw!”’): I have, 
at the request of the Chairman, modified 
the phrase I originally used. I have 
fulfilled the obligation ; it is the Chair I 
obey, and not hon. Members who sit in 
judgment, and who contribute nothing 
to the deliberations of the Committee 
but demonstrative shouts. I was about 
to say, when I was interrupted by the 
noble Lord opposite (Lord Randolph 
Churchill), that the Government will, 
perhaps, be thankful to me at the close 
of my remarks for having shown up the 
character of a man in their service whose 
actions are not calculated to bring the 
administration of the law in Ireland into 
repute. I have already said I went to 
the place where the meeting was to be 
held, and I asked Captain Plunkett to 
allow me to address the people, in order 
that I might advise them to disperse ; 
and what was the answer I received 
from Oaptain Plunkett? He said— 

“T will not; the people have been warned 
not to assemble, and I will not allow vou to 
speak to them. There have been Proclama- 
tions posted up all round here, and that, along 
with what I have already said, is notification 
enough.” 


I protested that the notification was not 
sufficient ; that, as the meeting was only 
proclaimed on the Saturday, the people 
did not know of the Proclamation; and 
I added that I came specially to speak 
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to the people and advise them to return 
to their homes. I was anxious that the 
people should not give Captain Plunkett 
and his associates the chance which I 
believed they desired—of coming into 
conflict with them. And what was the 
result ? 


“County Inspector Ker rushed up, with a 
copy of the Proclamation, and inquired if it was 


wanted ? Captain Plunkett said ‘ No ; he had a 


copy in his pocket;’ and told Inspector Ker 
to send up adozen men. Mr. O'Connor said, 
‘There is no necessity, we know how to con- 
duct ourselves.’ ’” 


A body of police then got on the west 
side, and drove the people away; it is 
not strictly correct to say they were dis- 
persed, they were driven off bodily, as 
a prominent member of the National 
League said, ‘‘as you would drive a lot 
of cows.” I saw the police, under the 
command of Captain Plunkett, use their 
batons and the butt ends of their 
rifles to drive the people away. That 
cireumstance alone goes to prove the 
correctness of my contention—that the 
police under Captain Plunkett were not 
anxious that those who promoted the 
meeting should advise the people to dis- 
perse quietly and peacefully to their 
homes, as they always did under such 
circumstances, but that there was adespe- 
rate anxiety on the part of the autho- 
rities to bring about a conflict between 
the people and the police. I wish, how- 
ever, to abbreviate my remarks, and will 
not, therefore, read the accounts of meet- 
ings at Ovens, Missadagh, Castle Lyons, 
Killamullet, and elsewhere. At all the 
meetings, under similar circumstances, 
I was present. At all the meetings the 
Proclamations were not posted until the 
Saturday night; and this was done, I 
believe, by Captain Plunkett, in order 
that the people might assemble and be 
dispersed with rigour. I have seen the 
police rush upon the people, and, in the 
most unnecessary and harsh manner, 
beat them with the butt ends of their 
rifles. Two women have had their ribs 
broken from that kind of treatment. 
Men and women have been thrown down 
and wounded by the constables. All 
these things have been done under the 
command of Captain Plunkett, and I 
mention them in support of my conten- 
tion that Captain Plunkett has acted 
with the greatest tyranny in proclaiming 
meetings, and has also made use of un- 
necessarily harsh measures in dispersing 
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them. Why has he suppressed these 


meetings? Has it been because of crime 
committed in the district? Has it been 
because any violent language was in- 
dulged in by those who spoke to the 
paw at such meetings? Has it been 

ecause murder had been committed ? 
Nothing of the kind, as I can prove by 
quoting the statistics of crime for six 
months previous to the meetings. Be- 
sides threatening letters, there were, in 
August of that year, two outrages re- 
ported in the East Riding, and one in 
the West Riding, those two divisions 
comprising the whole of the county of 
Cork. In September there were five 
in the East, and two in the West; in 
October, two in the East, and two in the 
West; in November, one in the East, 
and none in the West; in December, 
one in the East, and again a virgin 
record in the West; and in January, 
one in the East, and two in the West 
Riding. During that period the only 
serious case reported was the man- 
slaughter of a man named Spence, and 
that was entirely of a non-agrarian 
character. The unfortunate murder of 
Spence was altogether a family affair, 
a family quarrel arising out of disputes 
concerning land. Of this unfortunate 
occurrence, it would appear it was made 
a pretext for suppressing meetings all 
round the county of Cork in an un- 
necessarily harsh manner. Hon. Mem- 
bers generally have a little regard for 
the right of public meeting; I am sure 
there is not an Englishman alive who 
does not respect that bulwark of the 
British Constitution ; but it would appear 
that hon. Members on the other side are 
quite satisfied to have the British Con- 
stitution outraged in any manner pos- 
sible, so long as the outrage is committed 
on the persons and liberties of the Irish 
people. That was the state of the 
county at the time Captain Plunkett 
selected as the fitting one for suppressing 
these meetings, held for a perfectly 
legal purpose, for the redress of 
grievances, for impressing upon Parlia- 
ment the necessity of passing legislation 
for ameliorating the condition of Ire- 
land. The same story may be told of 
all Captain Plunkett’s actions in con- 
nection with the suppression of meetings 
in Cork for a long time. 


not the only ground upon which I call 
for the dismissal of Captain Plunkett. 
I will pass over many other peccadilloes | 
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of this worthy magistrate, and just 
mention that which created much ill- 
feeling in connection with the man 
named Hallisay. This man was said to 
have been fired at, and after a little 
time he got police protection ; and then, 
in a short time, his story was found to 
be a bogus one. But the man was left 
on Captain Plunkett’s hands; and, in 
order to get rid of him, he sought to 
inflict a fine on the people of the dis- 
trict by saying that unless they sub- 
scribed to emigrate the perjured ruffian 
he would put iato the district a certain 
number of extra constables, for whom 
the people would have to pay. To 
satisfy the whim of this special magis- 
trate, the alternative was presented to 
the people to be mulcted for the exporta- 
tion of Hallisay, or to submit to the 
blood tax put upon them by police being 
drafted off for Hallisay’s protection. 
This was another of the admirable 
modes Captain Plunkett adopted to pre- 
serve the peace of the county by the 
operation of law he was sent there to 
administer. But it is my intention to 
ask for the dismissal of Captain Plunkett 
on other grounds. Captain Plunkett has 
failed to bring the guilty to justice, and 
it is under his reign that the recru- 
descence of outrage has occurred in 
County Kerry. Is it not a fact that, all 
over Ireland for the last two years, there 
has been an extraordinary degree of 
peace and quietness and an absence of 
outrage? Except in one small spot in 
Kerry the state of Ireland is what we 
alldesire. If it is not so, why does not 
the Government come forward and ask 
for special provisions to put down, as 
a reason for doing so, the abnormal 
state of things? Why do they not 
bring in a Coercion Bill, if the pas hi 
law is not sufficient to cope with the 
ordinary state of society in Ireland? 
Except in the one spot presided over by 
Captain Plunkett, all Ireland, under the 
ordinary magistrates, is in its normal 
peaceful condition. But under this 
man, who can do nothing but suppress 
meetings, under his administration 
of the law for the special protection of 
the district there is a recrudescence of 
crime, to the disgrace of the district, 
and the sorrow of every man who wishes 
well to his country. But those who 
know Captain Plunkett know how he 
performs his duties. Instead of being 
in Kerry, looking after the police who’ 
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fail to do their duty, he is promenading 
the streets of the capital of the South of 
Ireland with the fashionable people of 
the locality, and a train of detectives at 
his heels. There has been a recrudes- 


cence of crime in Kerry; but Captain | p 


Plunkett has failed to bring any of the 
perpetrators of outrage to justice. Why, 
in one remarkable case that occurred at 
Castlefen in the parish of Fires, when 
a dreadful affair ensued owing to the 
insensate folly of some young people of 
the district, if it had not been for the 
heroism of a young lady, the daughter 
of the man who was killed—but for her 
bravery in tearing the mask off one of 
the men, if it had not been for that cir- 
cumstance that crime would have been 
unpunished to this day for anything 
Captain Plunkett had done to bring it 
to light. The restoration of order in 
Kerry has very properly been taken out 
of his hands. Major General Buller has 
been sent to Kerry to do that which 
Captain Plunkett failed to accomplish, 
to restore order which has become dis- 
order under his management. Then, 
what is the object of i this spe- 
cial magistrate; when his occupation 
is gone can he not be dismissed? When 
a Tory Ministry was in power a short 
time ago, instructions were given to 
diminish the staff of Captain Plunkett. 
The detective police there had received 
orders to betake themselves to their re- 
spective barracks ; and the lease of the 
house he occupied, and which he had 
purchased, was to have been sold. I 
suppose all that was for the purpose of 
getting rid of this man, the last remain- 
ing remnant of the special provisions 
introduced by Lord Spencer when he 
appointed special magistrates. Is there 
not a double reason for getting rid of 
him now? His functions as restorer of 
order in Kerry and Cork have ceased ; 
they have been placed in far abler 
hands. There are now no meetings he 
could suppress in the manner before 
stated ; the two purposes for which he 
has hitherto existed now no longer re- 
quire him. Why, then, retain a man 
who has outraged the principles of 
liberty, and has failed to bring the 
guilty to justice; who has failed in 
every respect for which a special magis- 
trate is wanted to exercise his functions ? 
On those grounds I ask the Chief Se- 
_ cretary to consider the case I have 

made. To fulfil my promise to be brief, 


Hr. J. O Connor (Tipperary, 8.) 
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I have curtailed many things upon 
which I could wish to dwell; and I ask 
the Government and the Committee, for 
their own sakes, for the sake of the 
Constitution I believe we respect and 
retend to extend to the people of Ire- 
land, for the sake of that sacred right 
of public meeting and free speech this 
man has outraged in every particular, 
and for the sake of peace and good order 
and respect for the administration of the 
law, I ask the Government to dismiss 
this man. In order to protest against 
his conduct in the past, and to prevent 
a repetition of it in the future, I move 
to reduce the Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £53,450 (in- 
cluding a Supplementary sum of £8.763), be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the 
Salaries, Allowances, and Expenses of various 
County Court Officers, and of Magistrates in 
Ireland, and of the Revising Barristers of the 
City of Dublin.’”’—(Mr. John O° Connor.) 

Tae OHIEF SECRETARY ror 
TRELAND (Sir Mrenart Hicxs-Bracu) 
(Bristol, W.): When the hon. Member 
commenced his remarks he described a 
state of things in Ireland at which I 
confess I was surprised. The hon. 
Member spoke of the suppression of the 
right of public meeting, and of free 
speech; but I am under the impression 
that the right of public meeting and of 
free speech exists as freely now in Ire- 
land as in England, though I am afraid 
they are more frequently abused. But 
when the hon. Member began to ex- 
plain to the Committee his main reason 
for objecting to the salary of Captain 
Plunkett, the Committee must have 
heard with astonishment that it related 
to a matter which occurred three years 
ago, and reflected nothing at all against 
Captain Plunkett. If there was any- 
thing in the statement the hon. Member 
made, reflecting against any person, it 
was against Lord Spencer, the Viceroy, 
under whose Proclamation Captain Plun- 
kett acted, and whose orders, accord- 
ing to his duty, he carried out. I 
do not say whether the Proclamation 
or the orders were right or wrong. 
On the Bench opposite sits a former 
Colleague of Lord Spencer, and it is 
possible for that right hon. Gentleman 
to defend Lord Spencer, if it is neces- 
sary. All that happened in 1883 was 
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that Lord Spencer, in the exercise of 
the powers entrusted to him by the 
Crimes Act, proclaimed certain meetings 
in the county of Cork. The hon. Mem- 
ber insisted on attending those meet- 
ings, although they were proclaimed, 
and Captain Plunkett very properly and 
rightly put down those meetings; and, 
in doing so, did his duty as a magistrate 
and deserved well of his country. The 
hon. Member talks of the tyranny of 
Captain Plunkett, and his desire to 
provoke a conflict between the people 
and the police. I think 1 have never 
heard a more outrageous, more un- 
founded charge made against a public 
servant. If the hon. Member believed 
in his statement, why did he not address 
it to the House three years ago? 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said, it 
was so addressed over and over again. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : 
Why did not the hon. Member bring his 
charges forward when the late Govern- 
ment were in Office? He makes his state- 
ment now upon matters with which the 
present Government have nothing what- 
ever to do, and of which they can know 
absolutely nothing. All that he has 
said, if he has any cause for complaint, 
ought to have been made a complaint 
against the Government that ordered 
Captain Plunkett to do as he did. The 
hon. Member says that Captain Plunkett 
should not be continued in office, because 
he has been superseded in Kerry. He 
hasalarge and difficult district to manage 
—Cork and Limerick, besides Kerry, now 
under Sir Redvers Buller’s control ; and 
I will venture to say, what I have heard 
from every quarter in Ireland, that there 
isno more able or efficient magistrate in 
the county than Captain Plunkett. He 
has done his duty well in the past; I 
believe he is doing it now; and that he 
will do it well in the future. He has not 
been superseded in Kerry for any de- 
fault on his part; but the Government 
had sent General Buller there because 
they think it right, in face of the grave 
and serious difficulties that exist, that a 
man of great experience and ability, 
coming to the work with a fresh mind, 
should endeavour to cope with the law- 
less state of the country by re-organizing 
and improving the force at the com- 
mand of the Government, in the hope 
that law and order may be main- 
tained without asking the House for ex- 
traordinary powers. That isall we have 
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done in regard to Captain Plunkett, in 
whom the Government still place the 
fullest confidence with reference to the 
district with which he is at present en- 
trusted. I must conclude, as I began, 
by saying that a more unjust, more un- 
founded attack on the salary of a public 
servant I have never heard. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary, who by sufferance is try- 
ing to govern Ireland, has given a fair 
specimen of the spirit in which he will 
proceed. A more outrageous answer to 
a legitimate case was never given by an 
official in the House. It seems to be a 
settled tradition of the Tory policy that 
no Member should get up from the Tory 
Benches to speak on an Irish question 
without having a kick at Lord Spencer. 
I do not think that any feeling but that 
of disgust will meet this action of the 
Tory Party. I have myself opposed 
Lord Spencer’s policy, and am an op- 
ponent at this time even of the policy 
he pursued. I attacked him when he 
followed a policy I considered wrong ; 
but the Tory Party supported Lord 
Spencer when he carried out their policy, 
and then denounced him the moment 
they got into Office. The noble Lord 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has in- 
troduced a demeanour and style of lan- 
guage hitherto unprecedented ; and his 
contortions are scarcely worthy of his 
— No sooner had he changed 

is side of the House than he got up 
and denounced Lord Spencer, after the 
latter had risked his life for three years 
in carrying out a Tory policy in Ireland, 
and now the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
has what I must call the effrontery to 
get up and denounce the policy of Lord 
Spencer, because it too faithfully carries 
out the Tory traditions in Ireland. Such 
conduct is ungenerous, even base. What 
is the answer of the Chief Secretary? 
He says that Captain Plunkett has not 
been superseded in Kerry; but is it, or 
is it not, the fact that Captain Plunkett 
was formerly the superior authority, but 
now has to report to Sir Redvers Buller, 
and is not Captain Plunkett, therefore, 
superseded ? I can understand the 
sympathy of the right hon. Gentleman 
for persons superseded by others—such 
an experience is not unfamiliar to the 
right hon. Gentleman in his own career ; 
and, perhaps, Captain Plunkett is quite 
as satisfied with his position as is the 
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right hon. Gentleman with his own; 
but, all the same, he is superseded. The 
right hon. Gentleman made an excuse 
that it was n to bring a fresh 
mind to the consideration of the state of 
Kerry. We have had a fresh mind 
brought to bear upon the condition of 
this House, but are not much impressed 
by this sham exhibition of. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I must call on 
the hon. Member to observe the amenities 
of debate. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: The right 
hon. Gentleman, by his exhibition of 
Parliamentary passion, has sought to 
evade the real question before the Com- 
mittee. What has he to say to the 
statement that, under Captain Plunkett, 
crime has increased in Kerry? Can the 
right hon. Gentleman deny that? Can 
he instance a single case of serious crime 
in which Captain Plunkett has brought 
the criminal to justice? Yet this gen- 
tleman, who has given gross and un- 
deniable proofs of his incompetency as 
a preserver of the peace, is kept in office, 
merely in order that the Estimates may 
be swelled, so that he, whom the right 
hon. Gentleman chooses to regard as a 
deserving officer, may be pensioned at 
the expense of the taxpayers. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that Captain 
Plunkett deserves well of the country 
for putting down public meetings, and 
that he has only carried out the views 
of Lord Spencer. I do not know whe- 
ther that is the case or not; but I sup- 
pose Lord Spencer proclaimed meetings 
on the advice of local magistrates like 
Captain Plunkett. On the whole, I 
should say that, while Lord Spencer 
must be held responsible for the Pro- 
clamation, the advice emanated from 
Captain Plunkett. When the right hon. 
Gentleman says Captain Plunkett de- 
serves well of his country for putting 
down meetings, what country does he 
mean? [Lord RanpotpH CHURCHILL: 
The United Kingdom.] I must go toa 
somewhat higher and more reliable 
authority than the noble Lord. Is 
putting down meetings a public ser- 
vice? Has any Government ventured 
to put down meetings in this country ? 
Yes; it was done in 1806 by Lord 
Castlereagh and Lord Sidmouth; but 
not an Englishman now but deriounced 
the action, be he Tory or Liberal. A 
Government cannot carry out in 1886 
what it was possible to do in 1806. I 
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hope a division will be taken, if only to 
teach the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary that not by simulated 
indignation and violent language can 
such a case be disposed of. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): Ifthe 
present Government wishes to create 
disorder in the South of Ireland, they 
have nothing else to do than persist in 
the course which has been inaugurated 
in Ireland by the noble Lord the Chan- 
ecellor of the Exchequer. [ Continued 
TT 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): As 
a protest against the conduct of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite I move that Pro- 
gress be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.” — (Mr. 
Clancy.) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to support that 
proposal. It is absolutely out of place 
that Irish Members, when ventilating 
their grievances in this House, should 
be met with these continuous interrup- 
tions. [*‘‘ Divide, divide!” }] I protest 
against these attempts to prevent our 
voices being heard in this House. 
[** Divide, divide!”’ } 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I appeal to hon. 
Members on both sides to preserve 
Order. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I only 
rose to say that I supported the Motion 
of my hon. Friend the Member for Dub- 
lin County, North (Mr. Clancy) for Pro- 
gress, simply as a protest against the 
treatment we have received in stating 
our case. We have a right to be heard, 
and I repeat that this Motion is the only 
way in which we can protest against 
these interruptions. 

Mr. J. O°’CONNOR: I stated that I 
would be as brief as possible in making 
my speech on this question, and I point 
out that in doing so I only occupied 
25 minutes. When this subject was in- 
troduced in 1884 by the then Member 
for Mallow (Mr. W. O’Brien), I find 
that he occupied two hours in making 
his statement. 

Tue CHAIRMAN : I must point out 
to the hon. Member that this is a Motion 
io report Progress. 

Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Derby): 
I hope this Motion will not be pressed. 
There is certainly a tone of impatience 
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in the Committeé, which is perhaps 
natural; but I think that if hon. Gen- 
tlemen who support the reduction of the 
Vote are allowed to continue the diseus- 
sion a little longer we might get to a 
division on the Vote. I do not agree 
with the view taken of Captain Plun- 
kett’s action by the hon. Member for 
South ‘ipperary (Mr. J. O’Connor); 
but I hope that hon. Gentlemen who 
support the Motion for the reduction of 
the Vote will be allowed to state their 
reasons for so doing. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR: I believe this 
Motion for reporting Progress will not 
be persisted in, and I ask my hon. 
Friends who support my Motion to be 
as brief as possible, to follow my ex- 
ample, and bring this discussion to a 
termination. I am convinced that if my 
hon. Friends only get fair play they 
will not take up the time of the House 
at great length. I venture to express a 
hope that the Motion for reporting Pro- 
gress will be withdrawn. 

CotoyeL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I have one observation to make 
with regard to the speeches of hon. 
Members opposite. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Derby (Sir 
William Harcourt) says there have been 
signs of impatience during the speeches 
of hon. Members opposite. Undoubt- 
edly, there have been signs of im- 
patience ; but allow me to remark that 
this is not directed against the ventila- 
tion of grievances by hon. Members 
opposite, but it has arisen because speech 
after speech has been delivered by them 
exactly similar in tendency and effect. 
It has been the same speech made over 
and over again. [{* Order, order!” 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I rise 
to Order. I wish to know whether the 
hon. and gallant Member is speaking to 
the Question before the Committee ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. and 
gallant Member is replying to the argu- 
ments of those who desire to report 
Progress. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): I listened to what fell from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Derby (Sir William Harcourt) as to the 
withdrawal of the Motion for Progress ; 
but, at the same time, I am at a loss to 
understand a sentence in the speech of 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman (Colonel 
Saunderson) who has just offered his 
explanation of the impatience of hon. 
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Members opposite. The hon. and gallant 
Member says that hon. Members on this 
side of the House have made speech 
after s of the same tendency. I 
understand that this discussion came on 
half-an-hour ago, and that my hon. 
Friend below me (Mr. J. O’Connor) was 
the only Member who addressed himself 
to the subject. There has been only one 
speech from an hon. Member and one 
from the Government in that time; and 
I cannot but think that the expressions 
of the hon. and gallant Member for 
Armagh are hardly called for under the 
circumstances, and I hope that the Mem- 
bers of the Government will not, by 
their demeanour and language, add to 
the offence. 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrpn CHuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): I think it necessary 
to express my agreement with a great 
deal that has fallen from the hun. and 
gallant Member for Armagh (Colonel 
Saunderson). I am not in the least sur- 
prised that the Committee should begin 
to exhibit some considerable signs of im- 
patience with the immeasurable amount 
of obstruction to the passing of these 
Estimates. I am perfectly certain that 
if the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition (Sir William Harcourt) 
had been present throughout this week, 
and had noticed the character of the 
proceedings which have taken place, he 
would not have been surprised either 
that great impatience should be displayed 
on the present occasion ; and, Sir, when, 
in addition to all that protraction of pro- 
ceedings which, I say, is almost unpre- 
cedented, a public servant who is in the 
midst of great danger and difficulty 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I rise to Order. I ask whether 
any reference to the case of Captain 
Plunkett is in Order on a Motion to re- 
port Progress ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The noble Lord 
is replying on a question which has 
arisen out of the Motion to report Pro- 


ess. 
dante RANDOLPH CHUROHILL: 
I was saying, in reply to the charge 
brought against hon. Members on this 
side of exhibiting signs of impatience, 
that I was not surprised at it, when, in 
addition to all the protraction of the 
proceedings which have taken place, a 
public servant, who is endeavouring, in 
the midst of great difficulty and danger, 
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to perform his duty to the Sovereign and 
the country, is subjected to an attack 
which my right hon. Friend the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant has 
thought it his duty, with the assent of 
three-fourths of the Committee, to de- 
nounce as outrageous. We shall not be 
deterred by any Motion to report Pro- 
gress, which I must certainly oppose, 
from expressing our opinion on those 
proceedings, in order to bring home for- 
cibly to the mind of the public the nature 
of the proceedings the British House of 
Commons is called upon to confront. 

Mr. SEXTON: I only say, in reply, 
that we shall not be deterred, by any 
language of the noble Lord, from taking 
any proceedings we may conceive it our 
duty to take. 

Mr. CLANCY: My only object in 
moving to report Progress was to obtain 
a patient hearing for those hon. Mem- 
bers on this side of the House who wish 
to speak, when it became apparent to all 
that hon. Gentlemen on the opposite 
side of the House were determined 
to hear no more of it. | Agreed, 
agreed!’’] All I can say is, that if 
hon. Members are determined to persist 
in these interruptions I shall persist 
with my Motion to report Progress, and, 
if necessary, with other Motions. Allow 
me to say that this is a game which two 
sides can play at; at the same time, if 
these interruptions are not persisted in 
I shall be ready to withdraw my Mo- 
tion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 


Dr. TANNER: I was about to make 
a few observations on the subject-matter 
of this debate, and to move a reduction 
of the Vote by the amount of Captain 
Plunkett’s salary, when I was met 
by the obstruction of hon. Members 
opposite. Now, the character of Captain 
Plunkett as a public man and an officer 
of Her Majesty in Ireland is distinctly 
well known, and thoroughly estimated at 
its proper worth, by the people of the 
city and county of Cork. I was more 
than surprised to hear the remarks which 
have this evening fallen from the right 
hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. But, Sir, the known character 
of Captain Plunkett is savagery, for I 
cannot term it by any other name, and 
it is certainly strongly to be reprobated. 
[Laughter.] Right hon. and hon. Gen- 
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tlemen opposite may laugh at this; but 


I will them, in all seriousness, whe- 
ther it is for the advantage of the cause 
of justice in the South of Ireland, or in 
any other portion of Her Majesty’s Do- 
minions, that an officer fulfilling magis- 
terial functions should be known as 
literally a savage in his character? I 
have seen over and over again the 
treatment which people in Ireland have 
received atthe hands of Captain Plunkett. 
I have seen people in Ireland knocked 
about with the butt-end of rifles, and 
Captain Plunkett would have used the 
rifles too —— 

Tut CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man must observe the Rules of conduct 
and debate in this House. 

Dr. TANNER: I was speaking about 
the conduct of Captain Plunkett, and I 
understand that that is the subject of 
debate; but of course, Mr. Courtney, I 
bow to your ruling. I heard the right 
hon. Baronet opposite say that there is 
no more able and efficient officer in Ire- 
land than Captain Plunkett. It strikes 
me as a very strange thing, and I do 
not understand how it has come to pass, 
that Captain Plunkett, who went down 
to the City of Cork as divisional magis- 
trate for Cork, Kerry, and Limerick— 
how it was that when he went to that 
district everything was perfectly quiet, 
but that when he went down fishing 
and shooting into Castleisland and the 
Millstreet district outrages began to 
appear. It would seem that this was 
brought about by his presence there— 
by his walking about in the company of 
landlords who were distinctly hated and 
reprobated in the district. Captain 
Plunkett was, unfortunately, continued 
in command of this district where peace 
and tranquillity reigned, or, rather, was 
supposed to reign. Things kept quiet 
for a time; but in 1885 Captain Plun- 
kett was still retained. Wahat was the 
object of that? He was only placed 
there in consequence of an abnormal 
state of affairs; but yet we find that 
Captain Plunkett was kept on after the 
state of affairs had become perfectly 
tranquil, in order that he should draw 
his pay which we are now asked to pass 
in this Vote. I say that if Oaptain 
Plunkett was not wanted in the neigh- 
bourhood he should have been with- 
drawn ; but in consequence of his being 
kept on outrages became paramount in 
the district of Castleisland, and it is in 
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consequence of his incapacity, of his 
want of power, of his known indolence 
of character, that Captain Plunkett has 
not been able to restrain violence and 
lawleseness in the district entrusted to 
his charge. Captain Plunkett’s known 
idiosyncrasies are the cause of his want 
of power in dealing with the people. It 
is well known in Cork that his prin- 
cipal amusements are gambling, ladies’ 
society, and German bands. Why, 
Sir, on the South Marina we find that 
his office is rendered a perfect nuisance 
in consequence of the attendance of these 
German bands morning, noon, and 
night. His office is equally attended by 
ladies; and we know that the two de- 
tectives, to whom is entrusted the 
horrible duty of following him about, 
say that they cannot keep him in sight, 
and that he is always trying to escape 
from them. I recollect one instance in 
Captain Plunkett’s career which I will 
mention. Captain Plunkett actually 
broke his billiard cue in triumph on the 
night of theelection of an hon. Gentleman 
as Member for Cork. Why do not the 
righthon. Baronet and the noble Lord get 
upin their placesand defend him? Simply 
because he is a sprig of nobility out of 
place; and it is in consequence of Tory 
partiality that they try to maintain a poli- 
tical tool—[ Repeated erties of ‘‘ Order!” } 
I am not going to deal with the entire 
career of Captain Plunkett. I only in- 
tended to say a few words about it, and 
that because I know it thoroughly, and 
have known it for years. I can only say 
that if the right hon. Baronet and hon. 
Gentlemen opposite knew as much of 
Captain Plunkett as I do, and as much as 
is known to the humblest person in the 
City of Cork, they would walk into the 
Lobby with the hon. Gentleman who has 
moved the reduction ofthis Vote. I am 
glad that the Government have had an 
opportunity of saying that they will 
maintain law and order in Ireland, and 
I sincerely hope that they will achieve 
that by the removal of Captain Plun- 
kett and every man like him. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): I do not like to sit and hear 
these charges brought against Captain 
Plunkett without saying a word or two 
upon the subject. must say that I 


have not always been able to agree with 
the policy that Captain Plunkett has been 
the agent in carrying out. In fact, I 
have often thought it objectionable ; but 
I do not think it quite fair to level all 
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these and lay all this blame on 
Captain Plunkett, merely because he has 
done what every public officer is bound 
to do—namely, to execute the orders 
and carry out the instructions of his 
superior officers. Whether those orders 
and instructions were right or wrong is 
not the point in debate. I do not now 
offer any opinion upon this question, 
though I should think that hon. Mem- 
bers below the Gangway are undoubt- 
edly entitled to make a protest against 
the measures which Captain Plunkett 
has sometimes had to carry out. Having 
said that, I trust we may be allowed to 
ponsned to a division ; and, for my part, 

shall undoubtedly feel it my duty to 
vote with the Government on this occa- 
sion. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I can 
assure you, Sir, that I really only wish 
to point out certain matters in answer 
to something stated by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land in reply to my hon. Friend who 
moved in this matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman, after using some very strong 
language, which would, it seems to me, 
be condemned by Members on these 
Benches, said he was surprised that if 
there were so many complaints against 
Captain Plunkett something had not 
been heard about them in the House 
of Commons before to-night. The right 
hon. Gentleman asked why it was that 
no explanation or complaint against 
Captain Plunkett was made when the 
Government on the Front Opposition 
Bench was in power? Now, Sir, the 
right hon. Gentleman will probably be 
surprised to learn that so far from there 
having been no mention made of Cap- 
tain Plunkett, and no complaint raised 
against his conduct in this House, that 
on March 15, 1884, when the Liberal 
Party were in power, the late hon. 
Member for Mallow (Mr. W. O’Brien) 
brought forward the following Motion :— 

“ That, in the opinion of this House, Captain 
Plunkett, Special Divisional Magistrate of the ~ 
Cork District, by repeated and unconstitutional 
invasions of the right of public meeting, and 
by the imposition of arbitrary and unjust bur- 
dens on the people, has abused his authority 
and created widespread discontent and ill-will, 
and that, in the interests of good government 
and of respect for the administration of the law, 
tH expedient that he be dismissed from his 

ce,’” 


And now, Sir, I think it will be ad- 
mitted on all hands that it is, to say the 
least of it, a strange coincidence, if there 
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be nothing against this Captain Plun- 


kett’s conduct, that so far back as 1884 | pe 


it was considered by the Irish Members 
to be their duty to bring forward a 
Motion respecting this gentleman exactly 
similar to that brought forward by my 
hon. Friend to-night. Sir, I will say 
this in conclusion—that it is very hard 
upon Irish Representatives, when they 
came here to make a complaint—as they 
consider a just complaint—against cer- 
tain officers of the Crown in Ireland, 
that before they have opened their 
mouths—[ Laughter ]|—yes; almost before 
they have spoken a word to state their 
case or grievance or complaint against a 
particular officer, that this particular 
officer shou'd receive, at the outset, the 
support and praise and approval of the 
highest Ministers of the Crown. Could 
not the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer have waited to offer his de- 
fence of Captain Plunkett’s conduct until 
he had heard what the Irish Members 
had to urge against him? He did not 
wait. The noble Lord complained that 
the time of the House was being un- 
necessarily occupied. What was the 
fact when he said that? Why, that 
only one speech had been made with 
regard to Captain Plunkett—namely, 
the speech of the hon. Member who in- 
troduced the subject (Mr. J. O’Connor). 
Surely the Irish Members—[ Cries of 
“* Divide!) 

Dr. FOX (King’s Co., Tullamore) : 
I must move to report Progress if this 
interruption goes on. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber has no right to interrupt the hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. W. Redmond). 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
Irish Members have a right, to some 
extent at least, to support the speech of 
the hon. Member who has moved in this 
matter. As a matter of fact, no one had 
spoken save the introducer of the ques- 
tion when the Chancellor of the Exche- 

uer rose tocomplain. Let the noble 
rd the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland hold what views 
they may about this Captain Plunkett; 
but we hold that he has grossly mis- 
managed the affairs of his position. We 
hold that Captain Plunkett’s presence is 
conducive to crime; and we hold not 
only that, but that the position which 
Captain Plunkett holds, not to the 
people but to the Government, is a posi- 


Mr. William Redmond 


{COMMONS} 
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tion which is dangerous to the publi® 
ace. In conclusion, I will say this aS 
to Captain Plunkett—he was sent to 
Cork to put down crime, and whether 
he did it intentionally or through 
ignorance and gross incapacity I do not 
know ; but certainly, instead of fulfilling 
his mission and putting crime down, 
however it came about, crime has in- 
creased everywhere he has gone, and 
has multipled in connection with every 
position he has occupied. I go far to 
corroborate and endorse every statement 
my hon. Friends have made as to the 
provocation given to the people by un- 
necessarily proclaiming meetings as to 
the disturbances which have taken place 
in consequence, and as to the belief 
which largely prevails in Cork that 
these disturbances have been given rise 
to by Captain Plunkett himself in order 
that the Castle authorities, finding dis- 
order still prevalent in the district, may 
keep him there to put it down. 

Sm MICHA HICKS-BEACH : 
The hon. Member who has just sat down 
has complained of supposed hardship to 
Irish Representatives. I will tell him 
what I think a great hardship on Mem- 
bers of this House—namely, that a 
stale story, which he tells us himself 
was fully debated and decided two and 
a-half years ago, should be hashed up 
again now at half past 12 o’clock at 
night. 

Mr. SEXTON: If the story were a 
stale story we should be only too glad 
to forget it; but, unfortunately, the 
story is kept constantly fresh by the 
conduct of Captain Piunkett himself. 
For my own part, however, I shall be 
disposed to leave the question—[ Cries of 
‘** Divide!’’} I will not be stopped by 
these interruptions. I say that, for my 
part, I shall be disposed to leave the 
question where the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Newcastle-on-Tyne (Mr. 
J. Morley) left it, in the few words he 
addressed to the House, which seem to 
me to be worthy of more attention than 
they have received. He said that 
though he condemned the system which 
Captain Plunkett had to administer, yet 
he recognized that Captain Plunkett 
was obliged, by his duty, to do certain 
things which we Irish Members feel 
ourselves called upon to criticize. I 
feel that to the full extent. I consider 
there are some officials in Ireland who 
consider themselves, in the name of duty, 
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bound to do many things which are 
most repugnant to us and to the Irish 
people. I am inclined to think that the 
system is more to be blamed than the 
officials. Captain Plunkett is one of 
the worst results of a bad system; and 
until you attack the system at the root, 
and cut it away, you will constantly 
have to complain of such cases. The 
root of the evil lies deeper than the con- 
duct of Captain Plunkett, and by attack- 
ing such official action as that under 
notice we shall scarcely touch the real 
nature of the case. The Government 
have evaded the real question at issue, 
and I, for one, am now willing to pro- 
ceed with the Business of the Com- 
mittee. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 54; 
Noes 188: Majority 134.—(Div. List, 
No. 38.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. SEXTON: I wish to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant the question 
I desired to put to him on another Vote, 
when you, Sir, ruled that it would be 
more proper to put it on this Vote. We 
understand that General Sir Redvers 
Buller has made Reports to the Govern- 
ment that relate not only to the exist- 
ence of crime, but also to the condition 
of the people, and especially to the ques- 
tion of their ability to pay rent. What 
I wish to ascertain from the right hon. 
Gentleman is whether he proposes to ex- 
tend the description ‘‘ confidential’ to 
all parts of Sir Redves Buller’s Report, 
or whether whilst he keeps to himself 
and the Government those parts of the 
Report which refer to crime, he will be 
willing to communicate to the House 
any remarks of Sir Redvers Buller which 
relate to the condition of the people, 
their ability to face the coming winter, 
and their capacity to pay rent, or which 
will bear in any way upon the Bill of 
which my hon. Friend the Member for 
the Oity of Cork (Mr. Parnell) will 
move the second reading next week. 

Srr MICHAEL HICKS-BEAOH: Sir 
Redvers Buller went to Ireland not to con- 
sider the question of rent or the fall in 

rices. These are questions which Her 
ajesty’s Government propose to in- 
uire into. I have received several 


ports from Sir Redvers Buller; but! 
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they have been purely confidential, and 
there is no part of them which I can 
communicate to the House. 

Mr. T. P. O’CONNOR: Are we to 
understand that Sir Redvers Buller has, 
or has not, reported on the ability of the 
tenants to pay rent in Ireland? That is 
a simple question. I do not see what 
reason the right hon. Gentleman can 
have for refusing to answer it. I quite 
admit that he could not make any com- 
munication to the House with regard to 
the state of crime in Ireland, because, 
no doubt, such information might have 
the effect of placing in peril the property, 
and even the lives, of people living in 
the districts of Clare, Kerry, and Cork. 
But I think the Committee are entitled 
to know whether or not Sir Redvers 
Buller has sent communications to the 
right hon. Gentleman with regard to the 
social and agrarian conditions of the 
people of these counties. We have a 
right to ask for yes or no—whether or 
not Sir Redvers Buller has dealt with 
this question ? 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
The hon. Gentleman does not seem to 
understand the meaning of the words 
‘confidential communications.” It would 
be just as wrong for me to say what they 
are not as to say what they are. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.): 
I happen to be in a position to thoroughly 
understand the meaning of Sir Redvers 
Buller’s mission to Kerry. I thoroughly 
understand what are the exceptional 
circumstances which have occasioned 
that visit, and I will undertake not to 
delay the Committee more than a couple 
of minutes while I recount several facts 
which will throw light upon the matter. 
Sir, since 1880, 1,784 families, amount- 
ing to 12,000 human beings, have been 
evicted in the county of Kerry. Of 
these people a large proportion are still 
homeless by the wayside. Crime and 
outrage has, unfortunately, arisen in the 
county; but they have followed the track 
of eviction. I have been a witness of 
the origin of many of these crimes, and 
can speak to its having been the cruel 
exactions and exterminations carried out 
under the law. I have witnessed a scene 
of this kind—a family evicted, and 
amongst them a young girl dangerously 
ill. The agent, declaring that the girl 
was only shamming, went on with the 
eviction, and an hour after it the poor 
girl was a corpse. This occurred before 
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there was any crime or outrage in the 
district, and before there was any occa- 
sion for the services of Sir Redvers 
Buller. This case occurred on the 7th 
March, 1883. At that time the Parlia- 
ment of this Kingdom was actually pass- 
ing a law to prevent cruelty to pigeons— 
aye, on that very day the peasant girls of 
Kerry might be brought out to die, 
whilst you were protecting pigeons. 
Your proposed inquiry is all humbug 
and nonsense, a sort of Pharisaical 
fraud. If Sir Redvers Buller is not 
libelled he is a soldier, and if he is a 
soldier his first instincts are to be a man. 
or compel Well, I wish to cast no re- 

ection on gentlemen of the Militia oppo- 
site. I say if General Buller is an 
English gentleman he will have a heart 
in his breast, and will not have been able 
to avoid making communications to the 
Chief Secretary,confidential or otherwise, 
concerning the condition—the social and 
agrarian condition—of the poor people 
amongst whom he is living. No doubt 
thosecommunications will yet be brought 
into the light. This officer will find it 
impossible to help making Reports on 
the extraordinary social state of the 
county, and cannot fail to notice what 
has been at the root of all the disorder 
and crime which has prevailed there, and 
which has occasioned his mission. I said 
at the beginning that I would not detain 
the Committee long, and I do not intend 
to do so. I may, however, be permitted 
to say, in conclusion, that it would not be 
unreasonable of us Irish Members to 
occupy a great deal more of the time of 
the Committee and of this House, and of 
this nation, which persists in imposing 
its rule upon us, in discussing those 
matters, which are so vital to us, but 
which English and Scotch Members will 
nét pretend to understand. 

Mr. SEXTON: I have no choice but 
to take direct issue with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land as to the claim which he has made 
in the face of the Committee to the 
right to keep the Reports of General 
Buller, and every part of them, under 
lock and key and away from us. Gene- 
ral Buller, as I understand, was sent to 
Kerry, and the announcement which 
was made to us so short a time ago that 
the memory of it is still fresh in our 
minds was that he was despatched there 
to discover and put down crime. That 
mission was in its nature confidential. 


Mr. E. Harrington 


{COMMONS} 
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We Representatives of the Irish people 
here do not ask either that General 
Buller’s statements as to the condition 
of crime, or that his suggestions for 
putting an end to crime, shall be com- 
municated to us. We admit that his mis- 
sion to that extent, in order to be effica- 
cious, must be secret. But there the 
need for secrecy ends. If General Buller 
has chosen, or has felt it to be his duty 
as a conscientious man, to go beyond his 
mission of discovering and putting an 
end to crime, and if he has felt it to be 
incumbent upon him to report to the 
Government as to the power of the people 
of Clare and Kerry to pay their rents 
this winter, I say that it is imperatively 
necessary that the Government should 
at this moment communicate to us at 
least the substance of such Report. 
Upon what basis can the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary endeavour 
to apply such a term as “confidential” 
to the Report of Sir Redvers Buller upon 
the question of rent? He says my hon. 
Friend (Mr. T. P. O’Connor) does not 
understand the term ‘‘ confidential.” 
My hon. Friend and we understand the 
term perfectly ; there is nothing difficult 
about it; but we say that the term is 
improperly applied by the right hon. 
Gentleman. We say that he endeavours 
to apply to an official Report the term 
which only applies to the secret part of 
it. Now, I appeal to the Committee and 
the public on this ground—that with the 
prospect before us this winter in Ireland, 
and with the fear we have that the 
forces of the law may be extremely ap- 
plied, we have a right to two things. 
First, that the Government, when de- 
claring their policy upon the Tenant Relief 
Bill of my hon. Friend the Member for 
the City of Cork (Mr. Parnell), shall, at 
the same time, enable the House and 
the country to judge whether their 
policy in regard to that vital Bill ac- 
cords with the conclusions and advice of 
Sir Redvers Buller on the question of 
rent, or whether it is contrary toit? We 
are entitled to know whether they are 
acting upon, or against, the advice of 
their confidential agent? I, therefore, 
press upon the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary the duty of laying 
before the Committee those passages in 
the Report of Sir Redvers Buller which 
deal with the agrarian condition of the 
people, and with nothing else ; we — 
ask to know whether Sir Redvers Buller 
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is of opinion that the people can pos- 
sibly pay their rents, or whether he is 
of opinion that it is impossible for the 
people to pay their rents? The Go- 
vernment owe this to us, in order to 
enable us and the Members of the 
House generally to see how far they are 
justified in the policy they may declare 
upon the question of land. Another 
thing I claim. I claim that we are en- 
titled to know if Sir Redvers Buller this 
winter in Ireland is to carry out the 
policy of force by instruction of the Go- 
vernment; if he is to drive people from 
their homes? We claim to know, in 
judging upon the conduct and character 
of this public agent, whether the use of 
the soldiers and police in driving people 
from their homes is in accordance with 
the advice Sir Redvers Buller himself 
has given to the Government; or whe- 
ther he has recommended to the Go- 
vernment a policy of mercy, leniency, 
and forbearance? [{‘‘Oh, oh!” } Well, 
if I am making any unconstitutional 
demand; if I am asking anything un- 
reasonable ; if I am urging anything not 
demanded by imminently threatened 
public interest, let any hon. Member 
rise and tell me so. I think the claim I 
make is not only fair, but it is urgent; 
because the less we are told of what this 
high functionary has said on the ques- 
tion of rent, the less able we shall be to 
judge what justification there is for the 
policy of the Government in reference to 
land, and what justification there is for 
the course to be pursued by that officer 
himself. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary, in imputing to us 
ignorance of the meaning of the term 
‘* confidential,’ has grossly and funda- 
mentally misapplied that term. Whe- 
ther the right hon. Gentleman is keep- 
ing matters to himself for motives credit- 
able, or the reverse, the future will dis- 
close. We, however, cannot help think- 
ing that he is keeping to himself infor- 
mation of a most important character to 
which the people and their Representa- 
tives in this House have a right of 


access. 

Mr. M.J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): It 
is my duty, Sir, on account of the silence 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary has observed in refer- 
ence to the speech of my hon. Friend 
the Member for West Belfast (Mr. 
Sexton) to move the reduction of this 
Vote by the amount of Sir Redvers 
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Buller’s salary. | Mr. Gent-Davis (Lam- 
beth, Kennington): It is not in this 
Vote.} I did not ask for the instruec- 
tion of the hon. Member for Kennington 
(Mr. Gent-Davis), who has not been 
sufficiently long a Member of this House 
as to be able to instruct any Member of 
it; he is more distinguished for inarticu- 
late interruptions than for anything else. 
I move to reduce this Vote by £1,000, 
which will represent substantially the 
salary of General Sir Redvers Buller ; 
and this Motion will have the effect, 
too, of affording the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary an opportunity 
of replying to the remarks of my hon. 
Friend the Member for West Belfast. 
I have observed closely the course of 
policy which has been pursued by Gene- 
ral Sir Redvers Buller since he went to 
Clare and Kerry; and I am bound to 
say that, so far, the course which he has 
pursued has given him, I think, a greater 
title to express an opinion on the agri- 
cultural condition of those counties than 
as to the best means, or the most effectual 
means, of putting down crime and out- 
rage. I have seen reports of certain 
alleged offences which have taken place 
in those counties since Sir Redvers 
Buller went there, and Iam in a position 
to say that some of those reports of 
‘‘ Moonlighting ’’ outrage are utterly 
false, that the offences never took place, 
but that the reports are simply inven- 
tions supplied to the English Press by an- 
scrupulous local correspondents. We in- 
vite from the Government somestatement 
as to the nature of the communications 
from General Sir Redvers Buller upon 
subjects which are apart from, and distinct 
from, the question of the suppression of 
crime and outrage. That is a fair request ; 
itis a fair demand put forward from these 
Benches. We are perfectly alive to the 
importance of keeping confidential com- 
munications perfectly private. Let the 
Government keep the communications 
confidential which ought to be confi- 
dential; but there is a belief in the 
country, there is a belief in Ireland, 
especially among those who have ob- 
served Sir Redvers Buller, who have 
followed him since he went across to Clare 
and Kerry, that he has been deeply im- 
pressed with the utter inability of the 
tenants in these counties to pay the 
enormous rents which the landlords now 
seek to exact from them. And, Sir, 
that bears practically upon the question 
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of social order in those counties; for we 


know that the result of the non-payment 
of rent is that the occupiers are evicted 
by the landlords, and also that crime 
and outrage of necessity follow the harsh 
action of the landlords in driving their 
tenantry out on the road side. Then, if 
General Sir Redvers Buller reports that 
the agricultural depression in Clare and 
Kerry makes it absolutely impossible 
for the tenants to pay their rents, what 
happens? Why, General Sir Redvers 
Buller is called upon, as an agent for 
carrying the law into effect, to carry 
out proceedings which personally he 
condemns. I maintain that that is a 
humiliating position to force any officer 
of the British Army into; and I shall 
be greatly surprised if General Buller 
does not, if these things occur which I 
anticipate, throw up his appointment in 
disgust, as every English officer who 
has been sent across to Ireland in former 
times to discharge similar functions has 
done. We invite from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary a further 
statement on this subject. We have 
pointed out clearly that we do not wish 
to obtain from him any information 
which, in the interests of law and order, 
he may wish to keep private; but that 
we are entitled to a statement from him 
upon the question as to whether General 
Sir Redvers Buller’s Report as to the 
agricultural condition of Clare and Kerry 


does not go to show that the tenants are | 


quite unable to pay the rents which 
have been asked ofthem. If we do not 
receive a satisfactory statement from 
the right hon. Gentleman I shall be 
bound to press my Motion to a division. 
Sir, I beg to move that this Vote be 
reduced by the sum of £1,000. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: The Committee 
has just negatived a Motion to reduce 
the Vote by £1,000. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: Then I move to 
reduce the Vote by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £53,950 (in- 
cluding a Supplementary sum of £8,763), be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1887, for the 
Salaries, Allowances, and Expenses of various 
County Court Officers, and of Magistrates in 
Ireland, and of the Revising Barristers of the 
City of Dublin.” —(Mr. M. J. Kenny.) 


Sir MICHAEL HICKS-BEAOCH: 
The hon. Member seems to anticipate 


Mr. M. J. Kenny 


--{OOMMONS} 
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that Sir Redvers Buller would carry out 
in Clare and Kerry a policy of which 
his conscience disapproved. General 
Buller is not the man to do anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. M.J. KENNY: I did not say so. 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: 
Then I wonder why the hon. Member 
made such an imputation. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: I beg the right 
hon. Gentleman’s pardon—I said almost 
exactly the opposite to that. 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : 
General Buller has been sent to Kerry 
to do certain work. Hon. Members 
choose to assume—I donot know on what 
foundation, but possibly on the state- 
ment of some newspaper correspondent 
—that he has taken up other work, and 
reported to the Government upon quite 
another subject. [Mr. Sexron: Has 
he?] I wish to say, with perfect cour- 
tesy to hon. Members, that I have given 
my answer; and I shall neither add to 
nor take away from it. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (who rose 
amid some interruption): I claim a right 
to be heard, and t think the instincts of 
justice require me to speak, and until [ 
become tedious and wearisome to the 
Committee I am entitled to be heard. 
If the instincts of justice will not prompt 
hon. Members to give me a fair hearing, 
I must try and do what I[ can in the 
physical contest they will force me to 
engage in. [Jnterruption.} It is my 
intention to pay all respect to the Chair 
and to the Committee; but, with all 
deliberation, I beg to say that I shall 
remain on my legs until I am heard. I 
only desire to make a few brief com- 
ments upon what the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary has said. He 
said he has given us his answer. I say 
he has given his answer; but it is a 
very bald answer. [ Jnterruption.] Ah! 
it is a very bald answer when the lives 
of 12,000 outcast human beings are at 
stake. [‘*Oh, oh!”] The right hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Home Se- 
cretary (Mr. Matthews) says “Oh!” 
The right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man is supposed to have that delicate 
and elastic conscience which is to safe- 
guard the lives and liberties of those 
condemned for crime in this country ; 
but are the people of Kerry not human 
beings? Are they not entitled to our con- 
sideration as human beings? [‘‘ Oh, 
oh!”) Hon. Members say “Oh, oh!” 
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and seem by their manner to indicate 
that the people of Kerry are not entitled 
to such consideration. [‘‘ Fustian and 
bosh!’”’}] It is fustian and bosh says 
one hon. Member. Well, I must say 
a long experience of the hon. Member 
shows me that nothing proceeds from 
him beyond a monosyllable. [Cries of 
**Question!’’?] Hon. Members sit oppo- 
site night after night there, taking their 
cue from the Government. [Cries of 
‘‘Question!”] Ah! this is the ques- 
tion, and it is a burning question. It 
is a question which has left, as I say, 
12,000 human beings by the roadside in 
Kerry. [‘ Oh, oh! " Oh ! but then if 
you hear a report of the smallest out- 
rage in the county of Kerry you open 
your ears widely enough, though you will 
not listen to a statement of the real 
evil. (Renewed Interruption.| There is 
nothing to be gained by this temporary 
exhibition of impatience. I think it 
would be as decent to waste from seven 
to ten minutes over this matter, if it bea 
waste, as to persevere in these attempts 
to stifle the voice of suffering humanity. 
[ Laughter.| Mr. Courtney, it is very 
hard for me, under the circumstances, 
to keep within the limits of the Ques- 
tion before the Chair. However, Sir, 
I shall make every effort todo so. The 
right hon. Baronet has told us that he 
has given us his answer. I presume he 
means his answer to be final. In the 
right hon. Gentleman’s own words, the 
gallant General who has gone down 
to Kerry is to be his confidential 
agent, directly responsible to him. 
Well, if General Buller is directly re- 
sponsible to the Chief Secretary, and 
if that right hon. Gentleman is, as he 
should be, directly responsible to this 
House, why should he shirk this ques- 
tion? What is this House for but to 
rotect the interests of the people? 
hat are we, Sir, but the Representa- 
tives of the people; and why should 
there be any burking of this question ? 
Why should there be any screening of 
the real criminal? Oh, you throw your 
purple cloak over him. [ Laughter.] I 
see, Mr. Courtney, that this excites the 
risibility of hon. Members; but I do not 
hesitate to say that the evicting and ex- 
terminating landlords of the county of 
Kerry are the real criminals with whom 
General Buller has to deal. General 
Buller has gone down to that county, 
according to instructions, to throttle 
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crime. He cannot have failed to dis- 
cover already that there are two crimi- 
nals before him. I am as anxious to see 
crime of all sort put down as the Go- 
vernment are, and I have given as much 
proof of the faith in me in that respect 
as anyone. I say that when General 
Buller went down to Kerry he found 
two criminals—a powerful criminal and 
a lesser criminal—and like a soldier and 
aman who went out to throttle crime, 
he said throttle landlordism first and we 
shall be able to settle the other after- 
wards. ‘ Oh,” says the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary, ‘‘ that is not 
convenient; that is not Tory policy; 
why, we should turn all the fat into the 
fire if we were to say anything to the 
Kerry landlords.” The rents in the rest 
of Ireland are under Griffith’s valua- 
tion; the rents in Kerry are 48 per cent 
over Griffith’s valuation. ‘‘Oh,” says the 
right hon. Gentleman, ‘‘ do not ask us a 
word about that ; that isa matter for the 
Tory Cabinet ; we will not allow that to 
be drawn into the light of day; we will 
not think of discussing that; we will not 
have that part of General Buller’s Re- 
port.’’ Well, Sir, if, prompted byinstincts 
of that policy of vengeance which, as 
long as man is man, will always occupy a 
place in the breast of suffering humanity, 
the Kerry peasants indulge in acts of 
outrage, the Government say—‘ Brin 

them to justice ; but shield the landlord. 
Show up these criminals; show what a 
criminal class these Kerry peasants are ; 
but protect the landlords.” Thatis the 
policy of the Tory Party. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary pays 
a very fine compliment to the dulness 
and opacity of the hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division of Liverpool (Mr. T. 
P.O’Connor). He says my hon. Friend 
does not understand the meaning of the 
word ‘‘ confidential.” Sir, we under- 
stand much more than the right hon. 
Gentleman will give us credit for. I am 
sure we quite understand a great deal 
more than many hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, who do not seem to understand 
themselves when a question of this kind 
is being discussed. [ Cries of ‘‘ Divide!”’ } 
We are still on this Vote, and we will 
not divide until it seems right to us that 
we should. All we desire is a fair eluci- 
dation of matiers which can reasonably 
and rationally be discussed on this Vote. 
I may remind you, Mr. Chairman, 
that when this matter was mentioned 
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previously you invited us to discuss it 
at the proper time. Now is the proper 
time, Sir; and I ask you, is it not more 
than a travesty of discussion for the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to stand up in his place and say— 
‘“‘ No matter what case you make, I will 
give you no answer? We sent General 
Buller to Ireland, and we will tell you at 


the proper time the result of his mission.” | 
Kerry. But, Sir, I pass from the causes 


I suppose that will be when he has 
shot down a few Kerry peasants with- 
out trial, as you, no doubt, expect 
him to do, following out the policy —— 
[ Cries of “‘ Divide!”"] Yes; divide. I 
repeat, following out the policy of the 
noble Leader of the Tory Party when 
he likened the Irish people to Hotten- 
tots. Ah! when he trots the real crimi- 
nal out of his lair, when he shows you 
that a Kerry landlord is a man who is 
incapable, even if the instincts of 
humanity were in him—is incapable 
from his present position of exercising 
them. [ Cries of ‘ Question!” ] I main- 
tain that this is the question. I see on 
these Benches an enlightened Gentle- 
man who has travelled quite recently in 
the South of Ireland, and I am sure that 
with his impartial and open mind he 
could throw a flood of light upon this 
question. Nee of “Name!” ] And 
he could tell you very plainly who the 
criminals are. I could name them ; but 
I will not do so, because they are per- 
sonages who are adorned with coronets, 
and it would be very distasteful to Gen- 
tlemen opposite if I were to name them. 
There would be instantly great cries 
of ‘Divide, divide!” and “ Agreed, 
agreed!” and so forth. There would 
be a cry of anything that would stifle 
the voice of justice. I see opposite an 
hon. und gallant Gentleman hom Scot- 
land who possibly never saw Ireland or 
the sky over it. 

Tur CHAIRMAN : I must really ask 
the hon. Gentleman to confine his ob- 
servations to the Vote before the Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON: In con- 
fining my observations to the question 
I would like to make an appeal to hon. 
Members in all parts of the House, and 
it would be not to let themselves be 
carried away by the prejudice that may 
beinherent in them. Here are the bald 
facts of the case. General Buller is sent 
down to Kerry, because there is an ab- 
normal state of things in that county. 


Mr. E. Harrington 


{COMMONS} 
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” Oh, oh!”)] An hon. Gentleman says 
‘Oh, oh!” and that entitles me to retort 
that if there was not an abnormal state of 
affairs in the county of Kerry, why was 
General Buller sent down there? And 
is it not fair and reasonable, as we have 
been promised an opportunity of dis- 
cussing this very Vote, that we should 
be able to state our reasons for the ab- 
normal crime and disorder existing in 


altogether, and I take matters as they 
are—I take the action of the Govern- 
ment. It has been an action to sustain 
and maintain the Irish landlords against 
the Irish peasants and the average [rish- 
man. What have the Government done? 
They were not content with expending 
£3,000 of taxes in the protection of Lord 
Kenmare; but as soon as General Buller 
was sent to Kerry the first overt act of 
the Government was to identify them- 
selves with the arch evicter and exter- 
minator of the county of Kerry. They 
gave him, for instance, whatever profit 
was to be derived from the stabling of 
General Buller’s horses. I desire to 
speak of the Government with all re- 
spect; but, so far as it has to do with 
Ireland, it does not deserve the name of 
Government. It is worse than a mockery 
—it is an arrant sham. It does not know 
the duties of Government, because the 
first duties of a Government are to pro- 
tect the people, and not any one class of 
the people. You do not surely call Lord 
Kenmare the people; you do not call 
Samuel Hussey the people; or Lord 
Ventry the people. I want you to ex- 
tend to them the same law, the same 
protection, the same right, as you do to 
other people. [‘‘ Hear, hear! ’’] ‘‘ Hear, 
hear!” say hon. Members. Lord Ken- 
mare has suffered by his own harsh 
evictions. Will the Committee bear 
with me while I tell themn——[‘“ No, 
no!”] ‘They will bear with nothing 
that bears on the truth. Will the Com- 
mittee believe me when I say that in the 
worst year for the recovery of rents Lord 
Kenmare received £38,000 out of a pos- 
sible £40,000? The Government argue 
that as Lord Kenmare is the victim of 
disorder he must get the profit arisin 

from the stabling of the horses of Genera 
Buller. In order to show how impar- 
tially these matters are conducted in 
Ireland, General Buller has been enter- 
tained at the County Club of Tralee—a 
Club exclusively composed of the parti- 
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zans of the Government now in power. 


So partizan is that Club in its character 
that the Land Court upholder, Zhe Times, 
which is your champion, your Old and 
your New Testament, announced that 
General Buller had been entertained 
by the Club of the county. I think we 
are entitled to stop supplies from Gene- 
ral Buller until we receive some satis- 
factory answer from the Government. 
[ Cries of ‘‘ Divide!”’] I wish to draw 
your attentiov to the interruptions of 
a certain noble Lord who might reason- 
ably be in the nursery at this hour. 

Tus CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber, in his speech, should confine him- 
self to the ordinary amenities of debate. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON: General 
Buller was entertained at the County 
Clubin Lewistown. [ Cries of ‘ Divide!” } 
I will give you a single instance of a 
different character—— 

Mr. ISAACS (Newington, Walworth): 
I rise to Order. I ask whether the hon. 
Member is speaking to the Question 
before the Committee ? 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber is somewhat discursive in his re- 
marks; but I cannot say he is absolutely 
out of Order. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON: I should 
very much regret if I were out of Order. 
It is very hard, under the present cir- 
cumstances, to address oul definitely 
to the subject ; but my object is to point 
out to the Committee what is the effect 
of the mission of General Buller to 
Kerry. This is a Motion to reduce the 
Vote by the amount of General Buller’s 
salary. Wecannot estimate the amount 
of that salary, which is, perhaps, con- 
tingent on results ; and I suppose that if 
General Buller does not produce the 
requisite number of convictions—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I again appeal 
to the hon. Member to adhere to the 
subject of debate, and not discuss irri- 
tating topics which only lead to dis- 
order. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON : I shall not 
pursue that topic, but will give hon. 
Gentlemen one or two facts. I say that 
to give General Buller a salary is a 
mistake, and that the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, who denies that General Buller 
has gone ultra vires, is responsible for 
the mistakes he may make. The policy 
of the present Government is to screen 
from view the wrong-coing of the Kerry 
landlords, and the fact that rents there 
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have been been judicially reduced by 
48 cent, although they would have 

no hesitation in bringing forward any 

iniquities on the part of the Kerry 
easants. 

Mr. SEXTON: We have no design 
of prolonging this discussion. I have 
asked the right hon. Baronet a question 
connected with the mission of General 
Buller which cannot be considered out 
of place. Iask him whether the gallant 
officer he has sent to Kerry has said 
that the rents cannot be paid? Why did 
he not answer ‘‘ Yes?” Because he 
would have then subjected himself to 
attack from his Tory followers from Ire- 
land. The right hon. Baronet was in a 
dilemma. He could not state anythin 
but the fact, of course; and if he did 
that, he would have caused mutiny in 
the ranks of his Party, and the gallant 
officer would have had to be recalled. 
From the refusal of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to answer my — question, 
every reasonable man will agree that 
Sir Redvers Buller has reported that the 
rents in the counties of Clare and Kerry 
are such that they cannot be paid. Why 
does the right hon. Baronet not answer 
by a monosyllable? It cannot be 
spoken. I am satisfied, however, just 
as much by the conclusion to be drawn 
from his eloquent silence; and I doubt 
whether we ought to challenge the 
salary of Sir vers Buller, because I 
am now convinced that he is a compe- 
tent and reliable officer. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 57; 
Noes 171: Majority 114.—(Div. List, 
No. 39.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


(8.) £60,632, to complete the sum for 
Dublin Metropolitan Police. 

(9.) £70,886, to complete the sum for 
Prisons, Ireland. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
There is a question with reference to 
the present Vote which I wish to bring 
under the notice of the hon. Gentleman 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Jackson). Some time ago it was 
my duty to complain of the resolution 
which the Irish Government arrived at 
during the previous Administration of 
closing some prisons and merging them 
practically in others. I refer to the 
ease of the Northern prison centre, 
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which has been changed from Omagh 
to the city of . Now, for a con- 
siderable time the town of Omagh was 
tically the prison centre for Ulster ; 

it has the advantage of being situated in 
the centre of a forest; it was supposed 
to be a capital prison; there was no 
question as to the safety of the prison, or 
as to its capacity to retain all the 
soners that might be sent there. But 
there were some complaints that, owing 
to defective sewage arrangements, the 
prison was unhealthy. The magistrates 
responsible for the proper management 
of the prison made frequent complaints 
to the Prisons Board in Dublin about 
the sanitary condition of the place; they 
continued to doso for 18 months; and at 
the end of that time the Governor of the 
gaol, who was a retired military officer, 
died of typhoid fever, and the Prisons 
Board then saw what was the state of 
things, and went into this matter. A 
sufficient s»m was expended to place the 
rison in a proper condition. { visited 
it lately, and I am bound to say that I 
think the most exacting person could 
find no fault with it at present; indeed, 
if I were asked in what prison I would 
spend six months’ confinement I would 
name Omagh Prison in preference to any 
other in the country. But the moment 
this improvement was made the Go- 
vernment shut up the prison, and took 
the prisoners to Derry Gaol. The pri- 
soners from Cavan and Tyrone, in the 
vicinity of the prison, have now to be 
sent to the prison at Derry, which is a 
distance of 100 miles. [ believe that 
this will not effect a saving of public 
expenditure, but that it will be ulti- 
mately a loss to the taxpayers of the 
country. I do not, of course, expect 
that the Financial Secretary to the Trea- 
sury has had an opportunity, since his 
accession to Office, of inquiring into 
matters of detail; but I would ask him 
to devote some attention to this subject. 
I would ask him to examine the Report 
of the Royal Commission on Prisons, 
in order to see whether the Commis- 
sioners actually recommended that the 
prison in Omagh should be shut up 
under the circumstances I have de- 
scribed. Objection was taken in their 
Report to the sanitary condition of 
Omagh Prison; but, as I have said, the 
sanitary defects were removed, and im- 
mediately after that the Prisons Board 
proceeded to shut up the gaol alto- 


Mr. U. J. Kenny 


{COMMONS} 
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. In placing this question before 

Sy tea: Gedaeal T thteies that he 
will be able to give immediate attention 
to it, because in the month of June 
last I brought it under the notice of his 
Predecessor (Mr. Henry H. Fowler); and 
there will, therefore, be some traces of 
it in the Treasury Office. I trust the 
hon. Gentleman will communicate with 
the Prisons Board, and say that this 
gaol is in splendid condition, and that it 
ought not to be closed, and rendered 
practically valueless. Not only is the 
closing of this prison a loss in itself, but 
the removal of the prisoners will throw 
considerable additional expenditure upon 
the taxpayers of the country. Itis, there- 
fore, a matter of economy which I bring 
under the notice of the hon. Gentleman. 
Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Before the hon. Gentleman 
rises to reply, I wish to urge upon the 
Government a matter with which I be- 
lieve they will be able to deal. I do 
not wish to occupy the Committee at 
length with many remarks at this hour 
of the morning; but I desire to call at- 
tention to the fact that although, a few 
years ago, a Royal Commission was ap- 
pointed toinquire into the state of prisons, 
which Committee made many recommen- 
dations, those recommendations have 
been, to a great extent, utterly disre- 
garded. The Commission was strongly 
constituted, under the Presidency of Sir 
R. Assheton Cross, having also upon it 
the right hon. Member for Surrey 
(Mr. Cubitt); and I expect these two 
Gentlemen will be in a position to 
explain to the Government the serious 
state of things which they discovered 
to exist in Ireland. Among other 
things they refer to the necessity of 
having permanent medical officers to 
have jurisdiction over all prisons; also 
to the sanitation of the different prisons, 
the qualification of governors, and the 
pay and accommodation of warders, male 
and female. There is, in fact, hardly a 
single subject relating to prison manage- 
ment with which the Report of the Royal 
Oommission does not deal exhaustively 
and thoroughly. The Report is pro- 
bably one of the most able that was ever 
furnished, and yet it has been allowed 
to lie by without action being taken 
upon it. I hope the Government will 
adopt the recommendations of this Com- 
mission, which was composed of Mem- 
bers of their own political Party, and 
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then I think they will be able to remove 
almost every ground of objection to the 
present Vote. I do not know that it is 
of any use to go into detail. In that 
Report, as I have said, they will find 
almost everything it is necessary to 
know, and I will only urge upon them 
the necessity of acting with promptitude 
in the matter. 

Tae SECRETARY to true TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): I 
understand that a consolidation of the 
duties was recommended by the Com- 
mission, and that the recommendation 
has been adopted. A medical officer 
has, I believe, been appointed. (Mr. 
Artrnur O’Connor: Not a superin- 
——! The medical officer is charged 
with looking after the whole of the staff. 
I do not know whether that was a re- 
commendation of the Commission. Few 
of the recommendations can be carried 
out; some, however, have been, whilst 
others are under consideration, and it is 
intended that they shall be carried out. 
I am obliged to the hon. Member for 
the reasonable character of his remarks, 
and I will promise to look into the 
matter. 

Mr. TUITE ( Westmeath, N.): I wish 
to call attention to the inconvenience 
occasioned by the abolition of the prison 
at Mullingar. It is now only a Bride- 
well, and great inconvenience is felt by 
the prisoners having to be sent to Tul- 
lamore, whose terms of imprisonment 
exceed seven days. Mullingar is an 
important railway centre, and is well 
adapted by its position to be a prison 
centre. I think that if the matter is re- 
considered a prison will be re-estab- 
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lished in Mullingar. The sanitary ar- 
rangements of the gaol were complained | 
of; but I think that the evil that exists in | 
that respect could be put an end to by an | 
expenditure of not more than £200. I) 
hope the hon. Gentleman will devote | 
the same attention to this matter as he | 
has promised to give to the point men- | 
tioned by my hon. Friend (Mr. Arthur, 
O’Connor). 

Mr. MURPHY (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): | 
The hon. Gentleman (Mr. Jackson) says 
that very few of the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission can be carried 
into effect. I am sorry to say that one 
recommendation which has been carried 
into effect has caused a great deal of 
inconvenience. ‘The Commission re-, 
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ported in favour of closing up a 
many of the minor prisons throughout 
Ireland. Well, I think that the closing 
up of some of these minor prisons and not 
substituting anything for them, thereby 
compelling prisoners condemned to short 
terms of imprisonment to be sent from 
the towns where gaols were previously 
maintained to the few prisons now ex- 
isting, is a very serious inconvenience 
indeed, and is attended with considerable 
expense to the State, and great hardships 
to the prisoners. I take it from the 
Report of the Royal Commission that 
they were cognizant of that fact, and 
were fully alive to what I have de- 
scribed becoming the result of the 
closing of the prisons, which they re- 
commended ; but they never contemplated 
the total extinction of the minor prisons 
without putting something in their place. 
I see that in Paragraph 20 the Commis- 
sioners recommended that there should 
be what are called legalized cells pro- 
vided at the police stations, in the small 
towns, for the detention of prisoners sen- 
tenced to short terms of imprisonment, 
as there are in Scotland. This recom- 
mendation should be adopted out of con- 
sideration for the prisoners themselves, 
and also to remove the heavy strain 
which escort duty at present imposes 
upon the police, and to save the neces- 
sity of carrying prisoners, sentenced 
only to short terms of imprisonment, 
long distances away. I know that at 
this late hour—2 o’clock a.m.—it is de- 
sirable not to go into detail upon mat- 
ters of this kind; but it is within my 
knowledge that great suffering and in- 
convenience has been caused by requir- 
ing these prisoners to be sent long dis- 
tances. I know cases where prisoners 
sentenced in County Wicklow to 48 
hours’ imprisonment have had to be 
sent to Kilmainham, 25 miles away, in 
cold, bleak weather, on an outside car, 
because there were no local prisons ; and 
when they arrived at Kilmainham, late 
at night, finding the prison full, they 
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‘had to be sent on again to another 


Dublin prison. A similar condition of 
things exists in other parts of the 
country. It is certain that it was 
never contemplated that the minor 
local prisons should be shut up without 
substituting anything for them. I am 
aware that difficulties may arise in some 
cases in providing the legalized cells of 


2B 








739 Supply— Cwil 
a suitable character in connection with 
police barracks; but I would press 
upon the Government the desirability of 
either re-opening some of the prisons 
which are closed up, or of adopting the 
recommendation of the Commissioners 
in its entirety. I hope the hon. Gentle- 
man who is responsible for this matter 
will give it his careful attention, with 
the view of putting a stop to the griev- 
ances which now prevail. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
In my own county prisoners are taken 
50 or 60 miles to be confined in gaols, 
and the upshot is that in minor offences 
the magistrates will not convict, not de- 
siring to see people sent so far away. 
This is altogether a different matter to 
the question of expense, and I hope the 
hon. Gentleman the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury will take it into ac- 


count. 

Mr. JACKSON: I understand that 
this question of the establishment of 
lock-ups is to be considered. I think, 
however, it will be found that it will not 
be prisoners sentenced to short terms of 
imprisonment who will be confined in 
these places, but persons under arrest 
and awaiting trial. 

Mr. MURPHY: I think the hon. 
Member will find that the Commis- 
sioners recommend that short-term pri- 
soners should be confined in legalized 
police cells in the local places. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): With 
regard to the position of medical officers 
attached to prisons, I think, if the hon. 
Gentleman will go into the matter and 
give it the attention it deserves, he will 

nd that the members of the Profession 
at present attached to prisons are sub- 
ject to what is a considerable grievance. 

othing can better show up how these 
gentlemen are situated than the contents 
of a communication I have received 
during the past few days. This com- 
munication was received by me not from 
any Irish Nationalist, but from a mem- 
ber of the Medical Profession who is 
distinctly and indisputably a Tory. He 
wished, if it were possible for him to do 
so, to lay before this House a grievance 
that was felt by the Profession in re- 
gard to these prisons, When medical 


officers were under the old Prisons 
Board they were only asked to attend 
the prisons on certain days in the week, 
not daily, as they are at present. This 


Mr. Murphy 
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tleman to whom I refer is in charge 
a eeney biegs prison in the South of 
Ireland. In days gone by he only had 
to attend two days in the week; but he 
is now called upon to attend daily. This 
is one case; but I think, if the hon. 
Gentleman will take the matter up, he 
will find that the grievance is felt all 
round—that what is the case in connec- 
tion with one prison is practically the 
case all round. The medical officer I 
have mentioned, in the old days, only 
had to attend the jail two days a-week ; 
but, owing to prisons in other districts 
being closed up, the number of prisoners 
under his care greatly increased ; in fact, 
as he tells me, it increased from 67 to 
176, throwing increased duties upon him. 
A daily attendance then became neces- 
sary. Well, if increased attention and 
attendance on the part of the medical 
officers is rendered necessary by the 
adoption of prison reforms, it follows 
that these gentlemen should be paid 
higher salaries. I do not wish to 
delay the Committee; I wish to get 
through with this matter as quickly as 
I possibly can; therefore, I will only 
say that I hope the Government will 
ive this point their careful attention. 
ie they do, I think they will acknow- 
ledge the necessity of doing something 
to remedy the grievance I have referred 
to. If the hon. Gentleman desires it, I 
will give him the name of the prison in 
question, and I will also show him that 
the medical men in a number of other 
prisons in the South of Ireland are 
similarly situated. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): I should 
like to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the state of Galway Gaol. I 
have some personal experience of what 
I am going to say. Some of the cells 
are too small for the health of any per- 
son who may be confined in them, and I 
cannot believe that it is the dosire of the 
Government to injure the health of the 
criminals whom they may send to prison. 
These cells are only 7 feet by 6 feet, 
which is a very small space indeed, and 
there is no proper ventilation in them. 
In another part of the prison the cells 
are fairly good, the size having been 
materially increased. I think about 
half the prisons now have these larger 
cells. The reform should be extended 
to the other half. I would also draw 
attention to the fact that there are no 
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books—that there is no library—in this 
prison. {Zaughter.| Hon. Gentlemen 


may laugh; but according to the regu- 
lations there should be books in the 
prisons for the prisoners to read—or a 
certain class of prisoners. It is an 
unfortunate thing that on the Sabbath 
day the prisoners can get nothing to 


read. 

Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.): I desire to 
ask the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Attorney General for Ireland a 

uestion which is very important to hon. 

entlemen from Ireland. I put down a 
Notice a few days ago, asking the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman whether 
the sum due to the Grand Juries in Ire- 
land under the Prisons Act of 1878 
had been recouped by direction of the 
Queen’s Bench. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, in reply, said he did 
not know that the Queen’s Bench had 
given any decision at all on the subject. 
Well, I am sure the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman cannot have made 
full inquiry into the subject, otherwise 
he would not have given that answer. 
As a matter of fact, the case which re- 
sulted in the decision in question was 
tried in 1883 by the Queen’s Bench, and 
a decision was given which directed the 
Government to recoup the Grand Juries 
in Ireland certain sums which had accrued 
due between the year 1878 and the date 
of the decision in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench. The sum due to each county 
was small; but still there was a sum due 
to them in the hands of the Government, 
which had not been handed over to the 
Grand Juries. I do not wish to go into 
particulars at this moment; but if the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman is not 
aware of them, I shall be happy to fur- 
nish him with all the information in my 
possession. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): The answer I gave to the hon. 
Member the other evening was that I 
was not acquainted with any case tried 
in the Court of Queen’s Bench, or any 
other Court, in which it was decided that 
the Government should recoup the Grand 
Juries in the manner suggested. I added 
that if he would furnish me with particu- 
lars of the case I should be glad to make 
inquiries into it, and that I now repeat. 
If he will furnish me with the parti- 
culars I certainly will inquire into the 
matter. 
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Dr. TANNER: I should like to re- 
ceive an assurance from the hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary to the Treasury, if 
possible, as to some step being taken to 
remove the grievance of the medical 
officers of prisons. 

Mr. JA ON: I will give the hon. 
Member the assurance he asks for. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘ That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.’”’—( Mr. 
Jackson.) 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I must say I am surprised 
ata Motion involving such a waste of 
public time coming from the Government. 
It is only a few minutes past 2 o’clock, 
and we on these Benches are perfectly 
fresh. [‘‘Oh, oh!”] Theo hon. Mem- 
ber for Kennington (Mr. Gent-Davis) 
dissents from my view as to the desira- 
bility of going on with the Business of 
Supply. I can understand his condition; 
I do not suppose he is very fresh ; for if 
I had been shouting as much as he has 
during the night I should be in a state 
of abject exhaustion by this time. I 
cannot understand why the Government 
should be so anxious to adjourn. I 
shall not vote against them, because, for, 
my own part, I am favourable to ad- 
journments at such late hours of the 
night; but I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland will 
not stand up to-morrow, and, because of 
the slow progress made, object to hon. 
Members on these Benches criticizing 
the subject-matter of the Votes. We 
have got on very smoothly for the past 
hour and a-half, and perhaps we should 
have managed to make much greater 
progress than even we have made if the 
right hon. Gentleman had taken the 
trouble to be a little more courteous in 
his manner. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I will not say anything 
in reply to those observations; but if 
the Committee is willing to go on with 
the Estimates I am sure the Government 
have no objection. We cannot take the 
Irish Constabulary Vote this evening, 
for it has been decided to put that down 
for to-morrow. We must go to Class 
IV. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
2B2 
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Oxrass IV.—Enpvoarton, Sorence, 
AND ART. 

(10.) £1,322,989, to complete the sum 
for Public Education. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I had intended to bring for- 
ward the case of the annual grant to the 
Middle Grade School near Swansea; 
but, first of all, at this hour of the night 
I doubt whether the Committee would 
very well relish being detained the 
necessary length of time to enable me 
to lay the details before it. Besides, I 
was rather gratified at the tone of the 
assurances we received some nights ago 
from the Government in the discussion 
which arose on the Motion that the 
Speaker leave the Chair to go into Com- 
mittee of Supply on the Givil Service 
Estimates. I will, therefore, in consi- 
deration of the assurances we then re- 
ceived, abstain from detaining the Com- 
mittee on this particular case. I cannot 
help expressing a hope that the Govern- 
ment will reconsider the decision which 
they arrived at in regard to it. I am 
satisfied that a very grievous hardship 
has been inflicted on the managers of the 
school in question, and that while it is, 
perhaps, the hardest case that has ever 
arisen under the rule which relates to it, 
the school has such merits in its favour 
as would warrant the reconsideration 
and reversal of the decision already 
arrived at. 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): I am 
sure the Committee will forgive me if I 
say a word or two on this subject. I 
bad the honour of moving a Motion with 
respect to the scheme the other evening, 
and I met with the sympathy of the House 
then ; but since that discussion I have 
read with considerable interest, not un- 
mingled with astonishment, the evidence 
given by the Secretary to the Depart- 
ment before the Royal Commission on 
Primary Education. I am almost in- 
clined, notwithstanding the assurances 
of the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Donegal (Mr. Arthur O’Connor), to 
take a vote on the reduction of the 
amount to be devoted to Public Educa- 
tion. We find that in evidence before 
the Royal Commission, Mr. Cumin, 
Secretary to the Committee of Council 
on Education, called attention to a 
Ee of the late Mr. Forster, formerly 

ice President of the Council, in which 
the right hon. Gentleman had said that 
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the denominational schools should not 
clash with the board schools, and that 
there should be no rivalry between them. 
And yet, by the action of the Depart- 
ment, rivalry has been created, with the 
result that a number of the denomina- 
tional schools has been suppressed—that 
is, suppressed so far as participating in 
the public grant goes, not suppressed as 
to actual existence. If they do not ob- 
tain recognition by the Board, which 
has power to override recognition by the 
Department, they do not participate in 
the grant, and the result is that they 
are denominated adventure schools. In 
adventure schools the education the 
children receive is, of course, of a low 
class, and in the half-time districts 
the children are sent to these schools 
as being those at which the mini- 
mum amount of attendance and the 
lowest standard of education are exacted. 
So that the school board authorities 
do not reap the reward of their 
selfishness, for these children do not 
come to them. The parents decline to put 
their children into the board schools. 
In 1870 Mr. Forster declared that the 
Privy Council had the power to deter- 
mine whether certain schools should or 
should not be considered necessary, and 
this view was shared in by the Marquess 
of Ripon. The dictum of the noble 
Marquess, however, has been overturned 
by the interpretation put on the Educa- 
tion Act by the present Permanent 
Secretary to the Department, Mr. 
Patrick Cumin, who would reduce the 
denominational schools to the position 
of the schools which I have described 
as private adventure schools. Mr. 
Patrick Cumin has, in fact, interpreted 
this Act from his own reading of 
it. I am not going to criticize the 
ability of Mr. Cumin—we all know that 
he has been for years a most efficient 
public servant. We are also well aware 
that he has had for his legal services in 
the Department an increase of salary— 
he receives certain emoluments for ser- 
vices as Secretary, and £500 for legal 
services. But the interpretation of the 
Act is contrary to the intentions of the 
originators of the Act, to the dicta of 
the late Mr. W. E. Forster and the 
Marquess of Ripon. Mr. Cumin steps 
in and interprets the Act to his own 
liking, and against denominational 
schools. I think I shall be perfectly 
within my right in moving to reduce his 
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salary by £590. According to. the Re- 
turns and to the evidence furnished to 
us, Mr. Cumin has actually been the 
means of the suppression, since 1876, of 
50 denominational schools. While I 
would like to meet the Committee in the 
best possible spirit, I think the Com- 
mittee would forgive me if I were to 
put them to the trouble of a division. 
Owing, however, to advice which I have 
received from a source I am willing to 
respect, I will not trouble the House 
with a division, but will simply put 
before the Department, through the 
medium of the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council, an alternative. 
The Department has power, under 
Article 1385 of the Code, to formulate 
a Minute; this Minute, if it were 
placed upon the Table in the next 
Session of Parliament, would certainly 
satisfy me—a provisional Minute giving 
the Department power to bring these 
schools within its scope, and to ad- 
judicate upon their necessity or other- 
wise. I did, in the last Session of Par- 
liament, put a series of Questions upon 
this matter in the endeavour to impress 
upon the Department that it has power, 
under the 98th section of the Education 
Act, to determine whether a school be 
necessary or not. Unfortunately for 
denominationalists, the Department has 
handed over that power to school boards. 
Now, I ask them to withdraw it until 
the final Report of the Commission, and 
to themselves determine whether a school 
be necessary or not. I am perfectly 
certain that if the Vice President were 
to put such a Minute on the Table this 
House would come to his assistance, 
and concede the power I have in view 
to the Department until the Royal Com- 
mission has issued its Report and 
legislation can be initiated. Tien the 
right hon. Baronet (Sir Henry Holland) 
will take my remarks into his favourable 
consideration. 

Mr. CONYBEARE (Cornwall, Cam- 
borne): I only wish to say one or two 
words on this occasion. 1 was not in 
the House when this Vote came on just 
now. I understand that the Govern- 
ment, profiting by the experience of a 
few nights ago, offered to report Pro- 
gress. And I am bound to say, in the 
interests of those who are not present, 
and who I know would have been 
anxious to discuss this Vote, that I 
regret the Motion to report Progress 
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was resisted on this side of the House. 
Had I been in the House I should have 
acted consistently with the attitude I 
took the other evening, and have sup- 
ported the proposition to report Pro- 
gress. I nt ng rise now in order to 
renew the protest which I made the 
other evening, but which I shall not 
carry further than a mere verbal protest 
—that it is inexpedient—I will not use 
a stronger word—that these Estimates 
should be taken at this hour of the 
morning (2.40). And I say this all the 
more anxiously on this occasion because 
I was talking to the hon. Member for 
Leicester (Mr. Picton) this evening, and 
he expressed a great deal of satisfac- 
tion at the Vote not having been allowed 
to come on on Monday evening, because, 
as he told me, he was interested in it, and 
hoped to take part in the discussion which 
might arise. Through the action taken 
this evening, the hon. Member, not being 
present, is precluded from taking part 
in the discussion. I shall not trouble 
the Committee with any Motion on the 
subject. [‘‘Move!’”] No; I will not 
move to report Progress. There are 
various matters in regard to which I 
have been memorialized by school 
teachers in my own constituency, and 
which I should like to lay before the 
Committee, I shall not trouble the 
Committee at this hour of the morning 
—I would rather prefer to reserve the 
complaints which my own constituents 
have asked me to lay before the Com- 
mittee until a more suitable opportunity 
in the Estimates of next year. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): 1 have, indeed, made a very 
great sacrifice in assisting the Govern- 
ment to proceed with this Vote at this 
time of the morning (2.45), because I do 
not know any Vote in the whole of the 
Estimates in which I take a deeper 
interest, or upon which I am more in- 
clined to Saale at greatlength. At this 
hour in the morning, however, I would 
not be justified in imposing upon the 
Committee any lengthened observations ; 
but perhaps I may just occupy a few 
minutes of the attention of hon. Mem- 
bers. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice President of the Council (Sir 
Henry Holland) will take the oppor- 
tunity he now has of initiating a large 
policy with regard to education in this 
country. Last year the right hon. Gen-, 
tleman the Member for West Birming- 
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ham (Mr. Joseph Chamberlain), un- 
questionably attracted a great deal of 
attention, and obtained a good deal of 

pularity, by the offer of free schools. 
Wi, Sir, I am sufficiently impartial 
upon this question to hope that the 
Government will be able to adopt the 
same platform with certain modifications. 
I think it would be desirable that edu- 
cation in this country should be gra- 
tuitous, but upon the principle that fair 
play should be given to all sections of 
educational thought on this question. On 
this question I wish to speak with mode- 
ration, because I think the country is 
moderate upon it also. Ido not think, 
except in a few cases, that there is very 
much extravagant feeling on the subject, 
and I am of opinion that the right hon. 
Gentleman (Sir Henry Holland) will be 
able to devise a settlement satisfactory 
to the country if he will boldly set him- 
self to the task. I am perfectly con- 
vinced that if the right hon. Gentleman 
were to endeavour to enforce upon the 
country a completely secular system of 
education he would find this task at pre- 
sent impossible. I know there is a very 
powerful and very enlightened section of 
ublic opinion in this country which isin 
avour of completely secular education ; 
but I am inclined to believe that if the 
experiment were tried at this moment it 
would not meet with the approval of 
the majority of the English people. 
On the other hand, I must say I do not 
like many things in the present school 
board system. It appears to me an ex- 
tremely illogical compromise. I think 
it is unfair to both the Catholic and the 
Hebrew child to have to attend these 
schools, though, if I remember rightly, 
there is some consideration shown in 
the case of a Hebrew child. But some 
people are under the impression that 
the present schools are, to a large ex- 
tent, unsectarian in character. I do 
not share that opinion. School boards 
are sectarian in character, at least 
in the eyes of Catholics. I under- 
stand there are daily readings from 
the Testament, with explanations from 
the masters reading them. I do not 
wish to enter upon any controversial 
subject; but hon. Gentlemen opposite 
me will know that the reading of the 
Testament with explanations and com- 
ments by a non-Catholic teacher does 
not recommend itself to Catholic ts 
or to Oatholic children. Therefore, I 
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think that the present school board 
system cannot be described as wholl 
unsectarian in its character. I spea 
with some trepidation on this question, 
knowing how bitterly feelings are ex- 
cited upon it; but I think that means 
can be found by which, at the same 
time, education can be made gratuitous, 
and full justice can be done to the 
claims both of thesecular and of the deno- 
minational schools. I understand that 
in my own constituency the school board 
adopts a very moderate policy, and does 
not do anything to commit itself to any 
action which might be called unfair com- 
petition with the existing schools of the 
different denominations. I do not quite 
share the views which were expressed 
by my hon. Friend (Mr. Conway) of the 
action of Mr. Cumin. I do not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman will 
have time this year to approach this 
very great problem ; but I am sure that 
he can take it up with advantage, now 
that the public opinion of this country 
has reached a stage which will allow 
the matter to be dealt with in a tho- 
roughly just spirit. A good deal of the 
wild prejudice which exieted on this 
question some years ago has passed 
away; and it is clear that all Parties— 
with the exception, of course, of the ex- 
treme politicians on either side—are 
willing that the settlement should be 
moderate as well as large. 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hottanp) 
(Hampstead): Sir, I have listened with 
attention, and I hope profit, to the 
speeches of hon. Members upon this im- 
men subject of education; but I 

ope I shall not be accused of want of 
courtesy, or of not being alive to the 
importance of the question, if I deal 
somewhat briefly with the different 
points and suggestions which have been 
brought under the consideration of the 
Committee. And this for two reasons 
—first, because my right hon. Prede- 
eessor (Sir Lyon Playfuir) made, in 
June last, an able and most exhaustive 
statement, dealing, more or less fully, 
with many of the questions raised to- 
night; and I feel sure the Oommit- 
tee would not desire that I should, 
at this late hour, travel over the same 
ground; and, secondly, because the 
Royal Commission on Elementary Edu- 
cation is still sitting, and evidence has 
been given, and more will probably be 
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given, upon the principal subjects 
touched upon to-night. Till they re- 
port the Education Department could 
take no step in the direction sug- 
gested, even if it were thought desirable. 
My right hon. Predecessor, in his state- 
ment, declined, for this latter reason, 
to argue debateable questions, which 
would be dealt with by the Royal Com- 
mission ; and I shall, with all respect to 
the Committee, adopt the same course. 
In truth, these questions are removed, 
if I may so say, from the Court of the 
Education Department to the Court of 
the Royal Commission; and, just as in 
legal matters it is thought to be in- 
expedient to discuss and prejudge ques- 
tions which are sub judice, so in these 
educational matters it would not be 
desirable or expedient for the Depart- 
ment to make any change of a substan- 
tial character in the law, or in the prac- 
tice which has prevailed in giving effect 
to that law, until the Royal Commis- 
sion has reported. For this reason I will 
not go into that class of cases where 
complaint is made that, in school board 
districts, voluntary schools have been re- 
fused grants. The hon. Member for 
East Donegal (Mr. Arthur O’Connor) 
has made a special reference to one 
well-known case, the Dan-y-Graig case ; 
but he has postponed any further dis- 
cussion upon it to a future and better 
occasion. In these circumstances, I 
shall, of course, not go into it; but I 
venture to direct the attention of the 
hon. Member to my defence of the 
action of the Department in that case 
which I made in the debate on educa- 
tion last June; and it is because the 
Royal Commission is still sitting that I 
am quite unable to assent to the sug- 
gestion made by the hon. Member for 
North Leitrim (Mr. Conway), that the 
Department should pass a short Minute 
to the effect, as I understood him, that 
it would not sanction the enlargement 
of premises by a school board in cases 
where they thought that the necessary 
accommodation in the district would be 
found by a voluntary school, but that 
they should make a grant to such 
school. Such a Minute would be, I 
apprehend, in direct conflict with the 
existing law, and could not be made 
until that law is altered; and such an 
alteration, as I have before said, could 
not properly be undertaken by the De- 


partment until the Commission has re- 
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rted. Let mo observe, in passing, 
that the hon, Member fell foul of Me. 
Cumin, the Permanent Under Secretary 
of the Education Department, for havin 
wrongly interpreted the law, and forced 
his interpretation upon the Department. 
That is an error. r. Cumin, of whose 
ability no one can entertain any doubt, 
did, as legal adviser to the Department, 
put forward his construction of the Act 
of 1870. But the hon. Member did not 
refer to the fact that the Law Officers of 
the Crown had supported him in that 
construction. Let me refer the Com- 
mittee to the answer to Question 1,882 
of the evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission. It is there stated that both 
the Attorney and the Solicitor General 
(the late Sir George Jessel and the 
present Lord Chief Justice) were asked 
their opinion as to what the words that 
the school board were entitled 

“to provide such additional accommodation 
as is in their opinion necessary ”’ 
meant; and they said that 

“it gave absolute discretion to the school 

boards to supply such additional accommodation 
as was in their opinion necessary.”’ 
That is in exact accordance with the 
opinion and advice of Mr. Cumin. I 
would cite also the opinions of the late 
Right Hon. W. E. Forster and the Mar- 
quess of Ripon as to the meaning and 
intention of the Act, which will be found 
stated in the answer to Question 1,995, 
and which fully confirm the view taken 
by the Department. But I desire to 
state for myself, and, I believe, for the 
Department, that in our opinion full re- 
cognition should be made of voluntary 
effort, and no injustice should be done 
to voluntary schools. Fair play should 
be shown to both classes of schools— 
board and voluntary. We bear in mind 
Mr. Forster’s statements in 1870, when 
introducing the Bill. I would prefer to 
give to the Committee the exact words 
of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
said— 

“ We must take care not to destroy in build- 
ing up—not to destroy the existing system in 
introducing a new one. . . . Uur object is to 
complete the present voluntary system, to fill 
up gaps... . and welcoming as much as we 
rightly can the co-operation and aid of those 
benevolent men who desire to assist their neigh- 
bours. . . . Not only do we not neglect volun- 
tary help, but, on condition of respecting the 
rights of parents and the rights of ence, 
we welcomeit. . . . Weacknowledge and make 
the utmost possible use of present educational 
efforts.”’—(3 Hansard, [199] 443-4, 460, 464.) 
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If it can be shown, from the experience 
of 15 years, that the working of the Act 
has unduly hampered the voluntary 
schools, further legislation may be re- 
quired; but that is a matter which is 
under the consideration of the Royal 
Commission, and we must wait for their 
Report before introducing any change. 
I have been obliged at this late hour to 
deal very briefly with the points brought 
under the notice of the Committee; but 
I hope I have made clear the position 
of the Department. We are fully alive 
to the importance of the questions; but 
our action, except as to administrative 
details, is for the present necessarily 
stayed until the Royal Commission make 
their Report. As to the complaints made 
by the hon. Member for the Camborne 
Division of Cornwall (Mr. Conybeare), 
I will beg him to bring them before me 
officially, and I can assure him they 
shall receive careful consideration. And 
as to the exhortation of the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Scotland Division of Liver- 
pool (Mr. T. P. O’Connor) that I should 
distinguish myself by a large and bold 
policy, and initiate the principle of free 
education, with certain modifications and 
limitations, I am afraid I must content 
myself with pointing out to him that I 
could not undertake such a revolution 
in the present system while the Royal 
Commission is sitting. 
Vote agreed to. 


(11.) £170,043, to complete the sum 
for the Science and Art Department. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have a 
few points in connection with this Vote 
to submit to the Committee. They 
chiefly relate to the establishment in 
Dublin. The Science and Art Institu- 
tion in Dublin is analogous, though on 
avery much smaller scale, to the British 
Museum here; and I and others have 
protested over and over again against 
the system of managing the Science and 
Art Establishment in Dublin from Lon- 
don. It leads to no end of inconvenience 
and trouble in Dublin, and, I am sure, 
to a great deal of worry and annoyance 
to the officials in London; besides this, 
it very greatly impairs the usefulness of 
the institution. I do not propose to 
fully into the question—it would take 
up too much time—but I particularly 
wish to direct attention to a question I 
raised several years ago, and that is the 
treatment meted out to the Librarian. 


Sir Henry Holland 


{COMMONS} 









Service Estimates. 752 


At the head of the Dublin National 
Library, which forms part of the Science 
and Art Institution, is a gentleman with 
whom I am very well acquainted. He 
is a man who is as well qualified for the 
position he holds as any man in Eng- 
land, Ireland, or Scotland. He is hard- 
working and courteous; in fact, he is 
in every way qualified for his post. 
Now, I want to point out that the 
salary this gentleman receives is utterly 
and entirely insufficient for a man of his 
class. I draw attention to this matter 
entirely on my responsibility. I have 
never been asked by the Librarian to 
bring the matter before the notice of the 
Committee of the House of Commons; 
indeed, I have never heard him make 
the smallest complaint as to his treat- 
ment. If you turn to the salaries paid 
to the officials at the British Museum, 
you find that the salary of the Principal 
Librarian and Secretary is £1,200 a-year, 
with an official residence ; that the sala- 
ries of the Keepers of Departments are 
£750 a-year, with official residences ; 
that the salaries of the Assistant Keepers 
of Departments are £600a-year. Now, 
the salary of the gentleman who is the 
Librarian of the National Library of 
Ireland, and who is a man who has 
made a scientific study of his work, is 
only £450 a-year, and that is his maxi- 
mum salary. When I drew attention 
to this subject before the salary of this 
Librarian was only £350. I am very 
glad there has been an increase. I think 
my demand that the salary of this gen- 
tleman be still further increased is a 
very moderate one. I do not mean to 
say you should put him upon an 
equality, as regards remuneration, with 
the Chief Librarian of the British 
Museum; but I think it is ridiculous 
that the head Librarian of the National 
Library in Ireland is not entitled to as 
large a salary as the Assistant Keepers 
of Departments at the British Museum. 
All I want to urge on the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice President of the 
Council (Sir Henry Holland) is that he 
ought to put it to the Treasury whether 
they could not increase this gentleman’s 
salary to £600a-year. Irepeat, I make 
this proposition upon my own responsi- 
bility. I am pretty intimate with the 
Librarian, having come in contact with 
him when I have gone to the Library to 
read; but I have never had the slightest 
conversation with him on this subject: 
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Another point to which I desire to direct 
attention is the expenditure on the pur- 
chase of books. I see there is spent 
annually in the purchase of books for 
the British Museum somewhere about 
£30,000, whereas there is only £1,000 
spent in the purchase of books for the 
National Library of Ireland. I do think 
that a fair proportion would be about 
one-fifteenth part of what is spent for 
the British Museum. The Dublin Li- 
brary is very largely used, and the Go- 
vernment is now building new premises 
for this Library. I do not pretend to 
say that we are entitled to as much as 
the British Museum; but I think it is a 
very moderate request indeed that the 
£1,000 now allowed annually for the 
purchase of books for our Library should 
be increased to £2,000. I could speak 
at very great length on this Vote, but I 
do not think the time (2.55) suitable; 
and, therefore, I will confine my obser- 
vations to the two points I have men- 
tioned. 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (SirHenry Hottanp)( Hamp- 
stead) : It is not necessary for me to make 
such an inquiry as is suggested by the 
hon. Member for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) 
into the character and work of the 
Librarian, as I am quite aware of his 
high character, and of the work 
he has done. I am inclined to agree 
with the hon. Member that the salary 
of the Librarian is low; but the point 
is new to me, and I cannot make 
any promise upon it, except that I 
will inquire into the matter. If it is 
thoughtreasonable that the salary should 
be raised, I hope I shall have the sup- 
port of the hon. Member in the attempt 
to soften the proverbially stony heart 
of my hon. Friend the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury. As to increasing 
the amount allowed for purchase of 
books, that point also has not been 
brought under my notice; but I will 
inquire into it, and see what amounts 
are allowed in other cases. I agree with 
the hon. Member that it will hardly be 
fair to make any comparison with the 
amount allowed to the British Museum, 
as that is not the Library of London, 
but of the nation at large. We must 
look to the sums allowed to other local 
libraries. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): It is 
not my intention to g into this subject 
at very considerable length. I wish to 
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confine my remarks on this occasion 
within the shortest possible limits. As 
regards Ireland, the question of educa- 
tion is of vital importance; and I ho 

not only to have spoken upon it, but 
also to have heard what hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had to say upon the subject. 
We are now dealing with the question 
of Science and Art; and as an Irishman 
standing in this House, which was de- 
signed by Barry and decorated by 
Maclise, I feel proud of participating in 
the Vote before the House. Tiisdiense 
have always been to the fore, especially 
in the department of Science and Art, 
and I say that this House is a standing 
monument of their ability and capacity. 
[‘‘Oh, oh!”] Iam not going into the 
subject of technical education ; but hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who cry “Oh!” 
must be aware of the great advantages 
which technical education necessarily 
confers. That is a recognized fact, and 
I am not, at the present hour, going into 
the subject at great length. The amount 
we are asked to vote is not too large 
when we consider the vast importance 
of the facts connected with it; but I 
think when we come to deal with this 
matter in connection with Ireland we 
shall find that there are one or two 
things to be borne in mind. The Royal 
College of Science and Art is an Insti- 
tution of comparatively recent date. 
The original Institution was entitled a 
Museum, and there has been consider- 
able discussion with regard to it as 
connected with technical education in 
Ireland. A. Memorial was signed in 
which the question of increasing the 
facilities for technical education was 
first considered, and which went on to 
say that this should be done in accord- 
ance with the views of the Memorialists. 
The next communication goes on to tell 
of the existence of this Museum of Irish 
industry, of which the Royal College of 
Science is the lineal descendant. The 
Memorialists said that the objects they 
had in view would be best promoted by 
placing the Museum under the control 
of the Royal College of Science, and 
thus extending the usefulness of an 
Institution little availed of. I should 
like to meet the wishes of hon.Gentlemen 
on all sides by making my remarks as 
brief as I possibly can. Now, I point 
out that in Ireland, in connection with 
this College of Science, there are many 
points of controversy. In the first place, 
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we find that the College of Seience is 
situated in rather an out-of-the-way 
district of Dublin, and that the artizans, 
who are entitled to all the advantages 
connected with technical education which 
ought to be, and are, gradually being 
opened to them, cannot take advantage 
of this Institution in consequence of its 
being so situated. They have accord- 
ingly made the suggestion that schools 
should be opened in at least two or three 
districts, and that the staff of the Royal 
College of Science should be utilized to 
impart instruction to them on certain 
evenings of the week, the salaries of the 
instructors being, of course, raised for the 
increased work they would have to do. 
My object is to draw attention to the 
fact that it is impossible for the poor 
working people to obtain the technical 
instruction they are entitled to under 
the present system. [‘‘ Divide, divide!’’] 
Her Majesty’s Government would have 
us believe that they are the friends of 
the working man ; but when I stand up 
here for the working man, I find that right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite shout me down. 
What I have said in connection with 
this case is equally true in Cork. We 
have a very large and beautiful Art 
School built there, owing to the munifi- 
cence of a gentleman who gave a large 
sum of money for the purpose. This 
school, in itself, is very useful; and, as 
the inhabitants state, it has opened up 
a career of usefulness which will be bene- 
ficial to the town as well as to them- 
selves. In our city of 80,000 inhabi- 
tants, we find, in connection with insti- 
tutions like this, that the ‘artizans are 
unable to take advantage of the classes 
which are open for their instruction, the 
working end of the city, if I may call it 
so, being distant three or four miles from 
the shopkeeping portion of the city. 
We are, therefore, trying to open a 
second school where such technical edu- 
cation as is given in the Royal College 
of Science shall be available for the 
people. What we are trying to do in 
Cork I hope will be done in other parts 
of the country. I invite the attention 
of English Meinbers to this fact. Do 
we not see the decline of British trade, 
and are we not going to inquire into the 
causes of that decline? e are here, 
among other reasons, for the pu of 
improving British trade ; and I ask what 
is the use of such Reports asI hold in my 


hand unless they are attended to by the 
Dr. Tanner 


{CUMMONS} 
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Government? We send Inspectors to 
the schools abroad—to Germany, to 
France, and other countries; and ought 
we not to instruct ourselves by the know- 
ledge which they impart? I say that 
it is by scientific and technical education 
that we can improve the trade of the 
country. This matter is certainly one 
which should not be sneered at by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite; on the contrary, 
it is deserving of the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government, in the most ex- 
tended sense. I ask the right hon. 
Baronet whether the communications 
on this subject which were received by 
his Predecessor from various artizan 
clubs in Dublin and from the artizans 
in Cork and Belfast merit, and will re- 
ceive, his attention ?—because I am of 
opinion that the carrying out of the 
suggestions therein contained will be of 
more benefit to Ireland than many of 
the ephemeral schemes which have been 
put forward. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
I do not propose to detain the Commit- 
tee for any length of time; but Iam 
bound to say that some questions arise 
in connection with this Vote which are 
worthy of the consideration of the Go- 
vernment, and certainly of those Mem- 
bers of it who are responsible for the 
Government of Ireland. The first ques- 
tion I refer to is that of the College of 
Science and Art in Dublin. That is a 
question which is capable of enormous 
development. At the present time it is 
of very little use, and what it does is 
entirely the result of the senerosity, 
devotion, and ability of those who are 
teachers in it; but if it received from 
the State the encouragement which it 
deserves, it will be of the utmost use to 
the artizan population in Ireland. It 
did, for some time, good service, because 
artizans and mechanics were admitted 
free; but shortly after that there was 
a small charge upon those who desired 
to become students of the Institution, 
and the result was that it ceased to be 
of any practical utility. The Senior 
Professor of this Institution gave evi- 
dence before the Committee, of which I 


‘was a Member, to the effect that if there 


was to be any development of technical 
education in Ireland it must be carried 
on at the expense of the State, because 
the mechanics of Ireland are too poor 
to support a system of technical instruc- 
tion. Now, 1 think it is worthy of the 
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Supply— Oiost 
consideration of the Gentleman who is 
Vice President of the Council (Sir Henry 
Holland), and who takes very great inte- 
rest in everything, I believe, which tends 
to the welfare and advancement of the 
ple of Ireland—I say it is worthy of 
is attention that the question of the 
development of technical instruction in 
Ireland should be brought forward as a 
matter of definite public policy. Then, 
Sir, I have to refer to the question of the 
Geological Survey of Ireland. The 
learned Professor at the head of the 
College in Dublin is a man of consider- 
able experience as a geologist, and was 
able to give the Committee valuable 
opinions as to what could be done by 
the Government for the purpose of de- 
veloping the mineral wealth of Ireland. 
At present there are only two mineral 
industries which pay in Ireland. There 
are some coal mines which pay, and 
some iron mines which pay; but there 
is no other mineral deposit which can 
be worked profitably. I have the opinion 
of a most distinguished mineralogist in 
Ireland, that there should be borings 
carried on throughout Ireland. [*‘ Oh, 
oh!”’’} This question is also worthy of 
the attention of the Government, and 
especially of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice President, and who, notwith- 
standing the jeers of some hon. Mem- 
bers opposite, will, I trust, consider it. 
The Professor also recommended that 
there should be, at a trifling expense, a 
series of experiments carried on, in order 
to discover what are the mineral deposits 
in Ireland and those which it would pa 
to work; andI believe that there are suc 
deposits to be found, if the Government 
will do what is wanted for the develop- 
ment of the industrial resources of the 
country. I believe that there are con- 
siderable deposits of coal and iron; and 
that if these are brought together, as 
they would be brought together in Eng- 
land and Scotland, there would be an 
iron and steel industry in Ireland which 
would rival the most successful industries 
in those two countries. I am aware that 
the iron industry is not, at the present 
time, very successful in England ; but it 
must be remembered that there is a con- 
siderable quantity of iron sent over from 
Ireland to England for the purpose of 
smelting. This iron makes the finest 
steel, and if the deposit were properly 
develo I am convinced that it could 
be e of great benefit to the people 
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of Ireland. I represent a district in 
which there are very large coal mines; 
it is, in fact, with one exception, the only 
ay of the country where mining pays. 
n Antrim there are found enormous 
deposits of iron, a large quantity of which 
is shipped to England; whereas, if wehad 
a Government in Ireland which would 
be able to inquire closely into the re- 
quirements and capacities of the coun- 
try, these two deposits could be brought 
together and worked with advantage to 
the Irish people. Now, I urge upon 
those who are responsible for the de- 
velopment of education in Ireland, and 
for the advancement of education amon 
the people, to consider these questions 
technical education and natural deposits 
which so closely affect the future de- 
velopment of Irish resources. I believe 
if the Government would devote their 
attention to these matters that they 
might do enormous good to the people 
of Ireland. I am bound to say that 
this is a question which does not come 
within the vortex of political strife, and 
that if the Government would undertake 
to deal with it, as far as I and the Repre- 
sentatives of the greater part of Ireland 
are concerned, we shall be prepared to 
give them the most cordial assistance in 
their attempts to improve the material 
position of the people. We have within 
reach the means of improving their con- 
dition immensely, and all that is re- 
quired is that there should be direction, 
inspection, and encouragement proceed- 
ing from the Government, because [re- 
land is not like England—in this respect ; 
because England is so rich, that Eng- 
lishmen can develop their own indus- 
tries and private enterprizes; and I 
should like to know in what other coun- 
try, except America, is personal enter- 
prize able to do what it does here? On 
the Continent, Governments superintend 
what is here done by private enterprize; 
and Ireland, above all things, needs the 
care of the Government in this respect. 
Therefore, I submit to the Vice Presi- 
dent that he should do all in his power, 
as I believe he will, for the purpose of 
developing the plaus of Irishmen who 
are anxious to improve the material 
prosperity of their country. 
Sm HENRY HOLLAND: Of all the 


many important and pressing points 
connected with education, perhaps none 
is more important and pressing than 
that of technical education. It is, there- 
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fore, very desirable that it should be 
brought before Parliament in a more 
definite form, and at a better oppor- 
tunity, and at a time when it can be 
fully discussed. However anxious I am 
to promote technical education, nothing 
of importance can really be done to 
secure a uniform and thorough system 
until Parliament has decided two ques- 
tions ; first, how, and by whom, the cost 
of erecting and maintaining technical 
schools is to be borne; and, secondly, 
whether the attendance shall be made 
compulsory for a longer time than it is 
at present. I fear, unless that is done, 
technical education in its full sense can 
hardly be taught, though much may be 
done in that direction. I will not now 
discuss the subject further; but I will 
point out to the hon. Member (Dr. 
Tanner) that the hon. Member for 
South Manchester (Sir Henry Roscoe) 
has given Notice of a Motion for next 
Session, which will raise the whole ques- 
tion of technical education, and I hope 
that an early opportunity will be found 
for bringing on that discussion. As to 
the suggestion made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Tyrone (Mr. M. J. Kenny) 
that a grant should be made for boring 
in different parts of Ireland, with a 
view to test the mineral resources, coal 
andiron, of that country, I will consider 
the matter; but I entertain great doubts 
whether the Treasury will assent to any 
such application. 

Dr. TANNER: I will defer making 
some remarks on several other points 
upon which I wish to speak until the 
Report stage. 

m HENRY HOLLAND: If the 
hon. Gentleman will come and see me 
at the Department, we shall be more 
likely to come to some understand- 


ing. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: May I 
ask how soon will the Geological Sur- 
vey of Donegal, the county I represent, 
be completed? This is the only county 
in Ireland where the Geological Survey 
is not completed. I am afraid there is 
a great deal of time being wasted in this 
matter, and it is very important that the 
survey should be completed. 

Sir HENRY HOLLAND: I will 
inquire into the matter. 


Vote agreed to. 


(12.) £77,285, to complete the sum 
for the British Museum. 





Sir Henry Holland 


{COMMONS} 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £3,607, be 

granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the National Gallery.” 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I observe that the Leader of 
the House (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
is fast asleep on the Treasury Bench—I 
see he is now awake. Ihad been going 
to remark that I did not think it de- 
sirable to steal a march on him by 
going on with any further Votes. Not 
because I am not perfectly fresh; but I 
observe that we have reduced to slumber 
not only the noble Lord, but the ma- 
jority of hon. Members opposite. Seve- 
ral questions of great importance arise 
on this Vote, and I see on the Paper 
several Notices of Amendments to it. 
Several important purchases are contem- 
plated by the Department, and are to be 
brought under discussion ; and for these 
reasons I think it would perhaps be as 
well to leave the discussion of this Vote 
over until to-morrow. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Sir Micuart Hickxs-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I hcpe we may be allowed 
to go on to the end of this Class. 

Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR: I should be 
quite willing personally. I assure the 
right hon. Gentleman I could go on for 
several hours more. But I know what 
a severe strain all this involves upon 
hon. Members opposite. This is a Vote 
to which, unless I am much mistaken, 
Notice of Amendment has been put by 
several hon. Members, all of whom are 
absent. If Iam not mistaken, I think 
there is an item in the Vote in regard to 
some of the Blenheim sales. |‘ No, 
no!”] Yes; in connection with the 
National Portrait Gallery. 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or tue 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hottanp) 
(Hampstead): This Vote is for the Na- 
tional Gallery. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
see an Amendment on the Paper in the 
name of the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy 
(Sir George Campbell). I would suggest 
that the National Gallery Vote should 
be postponed. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): There 

is just one question I should like to ask 

the right hon. Baronet (Sir Henry Hol- 
land), and that is, whether the National 

Gallery is opened on Sundays? 
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Sm HENRY HOLLAND: No. 

Dr. TANNER: Then, if it is not, I 
know for certain there are a great many 
Members of this House who will oppose 
the Vote. As they are not present the 
Vote should be postponed. I myself 
desire to speak on it, and take a division 


on it. 

Sim MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : If 
the Vote is opposed it will not be rea- 
sonable to take it now. The only Votes 
to which Notice of opposition has been 
given are the National Gallery and the 
National Portrait Gallery. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


(13.) £7,400, to complete the sum for 
Learned Societies and Scientific Investi- 
gation. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
I wish to say just one word on this Vote. 
I see that a portion of the Vote goes to 
cover the expense of supplying news- 

apers with forecasts of the weather. 

e see these forecasts in the London 
daily papers; and I must say for the 
last few years they have been uniformly 
wrong. Now, I want to know whether, 
if the Meteorological Society is to exist, 
it is to continue in its present state, or 
go onimproving? I believe there is no 
use in having such a Society if it does 
not go on improving, for I have never 
yet known it produce a weather prophet 
who has been able to give the slightest 
idea of what the weather is going to be. 
This is a Vote under which we gave 
£15,300 last year, and under which we 
are giving the same amount this year, 
for the luxury of reading in Zhe Times 
certain forecasts of the weather which 
are always wrong. [‘‘ No, no!’’} Yes; 
I challenge any hon. Member to point 
to a single forecast in Zhe Times news- 
paper, within the last 12 months, that 
has been right. There has not been one. 
In fact, it is almost safe to go on the 
principle that exactly the reverse of that 
which is predicted in Zhe Times forecasts 
will happen. I am of opinion, Sir, that 
if this State subsidy to the meteorolo- 
gists is to continue, these gentlemen 
should show some reason for it, or, at 
least, that the result of their inquiries 
has been tofadvance science. Because, 
after all, what is the use of pursuing 
any object for a scientific purpose unless 
we are able to arrive at a definite re- 
sult? The only object of seience is to 
arrive at definite information. I assert 


{Serrampag 16, 1686} 





that in connection with these meteoro- 
logical investigations we have arrived 
at no definite information, and that the 
gentlemen who conduct them have failed 
to effect the object for which the State 
subsidizes them. I would ask the atten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman respon- 
sible for this Vote to this question of 
meteorology, so that he may, if possible, 
stimulate these gentlemen in their re- 
searches and induce them to furnish to 
the State some Report which will, if 
possible, enable Parliament to come to 
the conclusion that their Institution and 
their Society, or their ‘ Council,” as 
they call it, is one that is worthy of 
continued support. 


Vote agreed to. 


(14.) £6,152, to complete the sum for 
the London University. 


(15.) £6,000, to complete the sum for 
the University College, Wales. 


(16.) £1,837, to complete the sum for 
Deep Sea Exploring pedition (Re- 
port). 

Dr. TANNER (Cork, Co., Mid): T 
should like to have some assurance from 
the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
this Vote as to what is the great prac- 
tical benefit that has accrued from this 
Deep Sea Exploring Expedition—from 
this cruise of the Challenger. We heard 
a great deal about it at the time it took 
place; but, so far as I can gather from 
the Reports which reached us from the 
Expedition in the years 1873-4-5-6, 
the princi result has been to find 
places at the bottom of the ocean most 
suitable for laying down cables. I 
should like to know something about 
the matter. 

CommanpEerR BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness): The result of these in- 
vestigations has been 30 large volumes ; 
and if the hon. Member will study these 
log books he will perfectly understand 
the object of the Expedition. 

Dr. TANNER: The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman has referred me to 30 odd 
volumes; but I maintain that we should 
not be always asked to read these terrible 
volumes which are issued from time to 
time in connection with our scientific 
services. I should like to hear from the 


right hon. Gentleman (Sir Henry Hol- 
land), or any hon. Gentleman who has 
to do with the Vote, in a short and suc- 
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cinct form, what is the meaning of this 


? 

Si HERBERT MAXWELL (A 
Lorp of the Treasury) (Wigton): The 
hon. Member has alluded to the true 
origin of this Expedition—namely, the 
great extension of the Sub-Marine Tele- 
graph Service, and the immense develop- 
ment of telegraphic communication be- 
tween the different parts of the world. I 
am sure the Committee will not be in- 
clined to underrate the importance of 
that matter. Then, of course, connected 
with this Expedition, there has been 
an immense development of biological 
science. It may be interesting to know 
that the great cause of the delay which 
has occurred in the publication of these 
volumes of Reports—which will be all 
compteted by the end of next year— 
arose from the illness of many of the 
distinguished men who are preparing 
the volumes, and from the death of one. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘ That 
the Chairman do report Progress, and 
ask leave to sit again,’’—( Mr. Jackson, ) 
—put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported Zo-morrow. 
Committee to sit again Zo-morrow. 


SUPPLY.—REPORT. 
Resolutions [15th September] re- 


ported. 

Mr. OLANOY (Dublin Oo., N.): I 
drew attention in Committee to the case 
of Mr. Jephson, a public official. He 
was engaged as a Director of one of 
those Companies in Ireland which de- 
luded people into subscribing their 
money, and which eventually came to 
smash. I asked the right hon. Baronet 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland — who 
did not pay any attention to my request 
—to say something on the matter. I 
wished him to give an express direction 
that, for the future, Government officials 
should not act as Directors in these 
speculations for the future. But, as I 
say, I got no reply from the right hon. 
Gentleman. I beg now to ask for some 
assurance on the subject. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micuart Hicks - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I noticed at the time 
the observations which fell from the 
hon. Gentleman ; but amongst the many 


Dr. Tanner 


{OOMMONS} 
subjects 
directed 
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to which my attention was 
I, unfortunately, overlooked 
this matter. I may now inform the hon. 
Gentleman that have communicated 
with Dublin on the subject. 


Resolutions agreed to. 


House adjourned at Four o’clock 
in the morning 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Friday, 17th September, 1886. 


MINUTES. }—Svurriy—considered in Committee 
— Civin Service Estimates—Cuass III, — 
Law anp Justice, Vote 30; Crass IV.— 
Epvucation, Scrence, anp Art, Votes 4 & 5, 
10 to 18; Crass V.—Forrien anp CoLoniaL 
Services, Votes 1 to 8; Crass VI.—Non- 
Errective AND CHARITABLE Services, Votes 
1 to 9; Crass VII.—Muscettanzovs, Votes 
1 & 2; Revenve Departments, Votes I. to 
V.; Crass IIT.—Law anv Justice, Vote 7 
and Vote for Crofters Commission ; Ciass LV. 
—Epvcatioy, Sciences, anp Art, Vote 18; 
Crass VII.—Miscettangovs, Vote 2. 

Resolutions [September 16] reported. 

Ways anp Means—considered in Committee — 

£20,089,689, Consolidated Fund. 


QUESTIONS. 
—_——9—— 
WAR OFFICE — ORDNANCE DEPART- 
MENT—THE STOREKEEPERS AT 
PURFLEET. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): asked 
the Surveyor General of the Ordnance, 
Whether the men employed in charge of 
stores at the Government Magazine, 
Purfleet, are entitled to a pension after 
twenty years’ service, taking into con- 
sideration the risk incurred in their 
work, and the fact that their pay has 
been reduced ? 

Tae SURVEYOR GENERAL (Mr. 
NorruooTe) (Ixeter): Themen employed 
at Purfleet serve on the same conditions 
as men employed elsewhere under the 
Ordnance Store Department. Unless 
their employment commenced before the 
19th of April, 1859, they are not entitled 
to pensions. In the event of their being 
injured while on duty, through no fault 
of their own, they would be entitled to 
compensation. Their pay has not been 
reduced. 
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LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—KIL- 
RUSH PETTY SESSIONS—ILLEGAL 
FISHING—CASE OF MR. SIMON 
M‘AULIFFE. 


Mr. COX (Clare, E.): asked the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, If it is a fact that, at a Court of 
es 4 Sessions held recently at Kilrush, 
in the county of Clare, an extensive 
stake net proprietor named Simon 
M‘Auliffe, who is also a member of the 
Limerick Board of Conservators, was 
prosecuted for illegally ovo | his weirs 
in the tidal waters during the weekly 
close time; whether, though the case 
was clearly proved against him, the 
magistrates inflicted only the minimum 
penalty of £10, the maximum penalty 
being £50; whether M‘Auliffe will be 
permitted to retain his seat at the Board 
of Conservators; whether proprietors of 
salmon weirs and seine and drift nets 
are allowed to act in the capacity of 
Conservators; whether a strict and im- 
partial inquiry will be held into the 
question of illegal net fishing in the 
estuary ; and, whether any, and what, 
steps will be taken to prevent wholesale 
poaching in the lower, middle, and 
upper waters of the Shannon ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said: The facts 
are as stated in the first and second para- 
graphs of the Question of the hon. Mem- 
ber. There is no power to deprive Mr. 
M‘Auliffe of his seat at the Board of 
Conservators. Proprietors of several 
fisheries, valued at £100 a-year, are by 
statute constituted ex officio conservators, 
and such proprietors may use salmon 
weirs or seine or drift nets. Inquiries 
have been held—one of them very lately— 
into the question of illegal net fishing in 
the estuary of the Shannon, and a bye- 
law is being prepared with a view of 
meeting some of the evils now existing. 
The Conservators are the body charged 
with the enforcement of the laws to pre- 
vent poaching. 


WAR OFFICE — CAMPAIGN IN THE 
SOUDAN—SUPPLY OF ARMS 
AND STORES. 

Mr. DE LISLE (Leicestershire, Mid) 
asked the Secretary of State for War, 
Whether Lord Wolseley, either before, 
during, or after the Soudan Campaign, 
made any complaints or representations 


{Surrespita’!7}'1886} 
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to the Secretary of State for War con- 
cerning the arms and stores supplied 
during that Campaign, or concerning 
the organization and management of 
the Ordnance ment; and, if he 
did, whether Her Majesty’s Government 
will lay such document or documents 
upon the Table of the House ? 

Tuz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Surrx) (Strand, Westminster) : 
In reply to my hon. Friend, I have to 
say, in reference to any representation 
made by Lord Wolseley during the cam- 
paign in the Soudan, that I can only 
refer him to the answer which I gave in 
this House on the 20th of August to a 
Question of a similar charactertothe hon. 
and gallant Member for Rochester (Colo- 
nel Hughes-Hallett). As regards any 
representation made by Lord Wolseley 
before or since the campaign, my hon. 
Friend is aware: that Lord Wolseley 
has been and is Adjutant General, and 
in that position Minutes of a confi- 
dential character have, no doubt, been 
communicated by him to the Secretary 
of State; but it would be entirely with- 
out precedent, and contrary to the public 
interest, that such Minutes should be 
made public. I have already said that 
all complaints which have reached the 
War Office during the pust five years 
would be submitted to the Commission 
of Inquiry already appointed. 

Mr. DE LISLE asked if the evidence 


given by the Commission would be laid 
before the House ? 

Mr. W. H. SMITH: The evidence 
as well as the Report will be presented 
to the House. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—THE B8UB- 
POSTMASTER OF STRADBALLY, 
CO. WATERFORD. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
asked the Postmaster General, Whether 
he has been officially informed of the 
death of the Sub-Postmaster of Strad- 
bally, county Waterford ; has a memo- 
rial, influentially signed by the resi- 
dents of Stradbally and district, been 
received by him requesting the appoint- 
ment of Miss Finn to the position of 
Postmistress ; and, in filling this posi- 
tion, he intends acceding to the wishes 
of the memorialists ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Raikes) (Cambridge University): The 
nomination to the situation of Sub- 
Postmaster in Stradbally rests with the 
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Lords of the Treasury, and the Memo- 
rial to which the hon. Member refers 
has been forwarded by the Post Office 
to their Lordships. 


THE IRISH LAND COMMISSION— 
ADVANCES TO TENANTS FOR PUR- 
CHASE OF HOLDINGS. 


Mr. MAHONY (Meath, N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether the Land 
Commission has lately refused to ad- 
vance money to the tenants for the pur- 
chase of their holdings on the estates of 
the Marquis of Lansdowne, Mr. 8S. M. 
Hussey, and Mr. Taaffe; and, if so, 
whether he can state the number of 
years’ purchase which the tenants in 
each case had agreed to pay, and the 
grounds on which the Commissioners 
refused to make the advances asked 
for ? 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicks-Bracu) (Bristol, W.): 
It is quite true that the Land Commis- 
sioners have declined to sanction the 
loans applied for in the case of four 
holdings out of several on the estate of 
Mr. Hussey, and that they have refused 
the proposed termsin the case of two 
tenants on the estate of the Marquess 
of Lansdowne. They have also been 
unable to agree to the terms proposed 
for the purchase of the Taaffe estate, 
and they have communicated their rea- 
sons for doing so to the solicitors acting 
for the tenants. In taking these steps 
the Land Commissioners have exercised 
the discretion vested in them by Act of 
Parliament, and I cannot state their 
reasons. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT — THE 
SCHEME FOR THE OLDCASTLE 
UNION—THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
BOARD INQUIRY UNDER THE ACT, 


Mr. MAHONY (Meath, N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether he can state 
why the Local Government Board for 
Ireland have not as yet issued the Pro- 
visional Orders for the Oldcastle Union, 
under the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 
although the local inquiry was held as 
far back as the 16th of April last ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
MicuarL Hicks-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
The scheme in this case is a very exten- 
sive one, relating to the erection of 215 
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houses; and the inspection of the sites 
proposed, and the correspondence sub- 
sequent to the inquiry, has necessarily 
occupied considerable time. The order 
is now in the hands of the Board’s soli- 
citor, who has been instructed to prepare 
it as soon as possible. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT—SCHEMES 
IN THE ARDEE UNION—THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD INQUIRY 
UNDER THE ACT. 

Mr. T. P. GILL (Louth, 8.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, at is the cause of 
the delay in the holding of the Local 
Government Board inquiry in the 
Ardee Union, which has been expected 
for several months ? 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnaet Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
Ardee Union is waiting its turn until 
the services of an Inspector are avail- 
able to hold the inquiry; it will be 
held as soon as possible. The Inspec- 
tor’s hands are quite full at present, the 
schemes submitted being very numerous. 


PRISONS (IRELAND)—KILKENNY GAOL 
—RELIGIOUS PROVISION FOR PRES- 
BYTERIAN PRISONERS. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, If his attention 
has been called to a letter in The 
Northern Whig of the 10th instant, 
signed by the Rev. Dr. Whigham, ex- 
Moderator of the General Assembly, 
and from which the following is an 
extract :-— 


‘** \ few months ago eight Presbyterian pri- 
soners were removed to the gaol in Kilkenny. 
It was expected by those who knew the cir- 
cumstances that some provision would be made 
for their spiritual oversight and care by a 
minister of their own Church. Accordingly, 
the Rev. Mr. Cooke, Presbyterian minister of 
Kilkenny, applied to the General Prisons 
Board for an appointment as chaplain to fulfil 
that duty, but he met with a blunt refusal, 
The Moderator made application to the Lord 
Lieutenant, and Sir Robert Hamilton, Under 
Secretary, was solicited to interpose, in the in- 
terests of decency and justice, but all to no 
purpose. ‘lhe decree went forth that the Pres- 
byterian prisoners should be denied the minis- 
trations of their own Church. Mr. Cooke was 
refused permission even to see them. He was 
informed, however, that by a byelaw he might 
be allowed to see a prisoner, on leave bein 
asked and obtained from the Prisons Board, 
but that the visit could not be repeated without 
similar permission asked and received. Mr. 














a better life ; 
have no weight with the members of the 
Board. No concession would be made ;”’ 


and, whether the facts are as stated; 
and if sv, whether care will in future 
be taken to see that Presbyterian pri- 
soners are not deprived of the ministra- 
tions of their own clergy ? 

Tae OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Mrionaet Hicxs-Bgace) (Bristol, W.): 
The facts of this case are as follows :— 
Early in June, owing to the recent riots 
in Belfast, it became necessary, as a 
temporary measure, to remove some of 
the prisoners from the prison to make 
room for persons committed for rioting, 
and eight prisoners of the Presbyterian 
persuasion were transferred to Kilkenny, 
where previously there had hardly ever 
been apy prisoners of that faith. A 
local Presbyterian clergyman, Mr. Cooke, 
thereupon applied to be made a chap- 
lain to the prison, when he was informed 
of the temporary nature of the arrange- 
ment, and was referred to a Prison 
Rule which provided for ministration to 
prisoners in such circumstances. He 
then asked for the names of the eight 
prisoners ; but it appeared, on inquiry, 
that six out of the eight expressed 
themselves satisfied with the ministra- 
tions of the Protestant chaplain. The 
names of the other two were sent to 
Mr. Cooke, with an intimation that he 
was at liberty to attend them; but he 
does not appear to have done so. I 
may, perhaps, add that the full circum- 
stances of the case were laid before 
the Earl of Aberdeen in person, and 
that the decision in the matter was 
his. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: In view of 
the dissatisfaction existing on this ques- 
tion in the Presbyterian Church, will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
propriety of giving that Church one 
representative on the General Prisons 
Board ? 

Sirk MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: I 
do not think the circumstances of this 
case warrant the suggestion that the 
interests of the Presbyterian Church 
are not fairly considered on the Prisons 
Board. I think it might have been 
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better to have sent Presbyterian pri- 


soners to a prison where there was a 
Presbyterian chaplain; butthat, perhaps, 


could not be arranged. 


POST OFFICE — POSTMASTERS AND 
MASTERS OF SUB-OFFICES— 
SALARIES. 


Mr. BEADEL (Essex, Chelmsford) 
asked the Postmaster General, Whe- 
ther, having regard to the increased 
and responsible duties attaching to 
postmasters and masters of sub-offices 
in respect of Savings Bank Deposits, 
Postal Orders, &c., he will take into 
consideration the salaries paid with a 
view to increase the same ? 

Tut POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : 
I am glad to have this opportunity, in 
reply to the Question of the hon. Mem- 
ber, of explaining a matter which 
appears to be very little understood by 
hon. Members. The Question of the 
hon. Member may be divided into two 

rtions, one relating to the pay of 

‘ostmasters and the other to the pay 
of Sub-Postmasters. It is necessary, 
however, to explain the meaning of 
these terms. There are two classes of 
Postmasters—(1) those in the large 
offives appointed by the Postmaster 
General, who are regularly established 
officers, give their whole time to the 
Public eS and .are paid by 
adequate salaries ; (2) Postmasters ap- 
pointed by the Treasury who do not 
give their whole time to the public, but 
who manage offices of a smaller cha- 
racter than those in the gift of the 
Postmaster General, and yet larger 
and of more importance than sub- 
offices. In computing the salary of 
both classes of Postmasters, all branches 
of the work are taken into considera- 
tion, and their salaries are adjusted 
from time to time as the business de- 
velops and the circumstances justify. 
The 16,000 sub-offices come into a 
different category, as I explained to the 
House on the 10th instant. All Sub- 
Postmasters are paid according to re- 
sults, so that if the pay is little the 
work is little also. The practice is to 
appoint as Sub- Postmaster a man having 
some trade or private occupation, and 
whose whole time is not required for the 
Public Service. A small annual retain- 
ing fee is given to him ; and in addition 
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to this he receives commission at autho- 
rized rates for letters, money order busi- 
ness, savings bank business, postal order 
business, insurance and annuity busi- 
ness, parcels, telegraph business, &c. 
&e. The advantage of this system is 
that it adjusts itself; and that if the 
work develo the Sub - Postmaster 
knows that the pay will develop. The 
hon. Member will therefore see that all 
the points he mentions have been taken 
into consideration, and are part of the 
Postal system. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND) (NORTHERN 
DIVISION)—ALLOWANCES TO POST- 
MASTERS, &c., AT HEAD POST 
OFFICES. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Kerry, E.) asked 
the Postmaster General, Whether com- 
plaints have reached him that, in the 
majority of the head post offices in the 
Northern Division of Ireland, Post- 
masters do not expend the allowances 
granted to them for properly heating 
and providing their offices with station- 
ery for official purposes ; whether, as a 
consequence, members of the respective 
staffs of these offices are frequently in- 
capacitated during the Winter Season 
by colds contracted in discharge of their 
duties; whether the Surveyor, Mr. 
Walter Ahern, and his numerous as- 
sistants frequently visit such offices 
when members of the staff are in- 
capacitated from illness and their places 
supplied by substitutes, and whether 
they have taken cognisance of the al- 
leged failure on the part of Postmasters 
to carry out the intentions of the De- 
partment in the expending of their 
allowances ; whether the clerks in these 
offices are also obliged to provide them- 
selves at their own expense with the 
stationery necessary for the due dis- 
charge of their official duties; and, 
whether he will recommend a change in 
the present system, and require Post- 
masters of provincial offices to furnish 
receipts for all expenses incurred in the 
working of their offices ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL 
Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : 
n reply to the hon. Member, I have to 

say that I shall be glad if he will 
furnish me with the names of the Post- 
masters who it is alleged are guilty of 
these practices. They are bound to show 
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how the allowances are expended, and to 
furnish receipts. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND) — MR. W. 
AHERN, POSTAL SURVEYOR OF 
THE NORTHERN DIVISION. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Kerry, E.) asked 
the Postmaster General, Under what 
circumstances is Mr. W. Ahern, Postal 
Surveyor of the Northern Division of 
Treland, privileged to have his stationery 
office in Dublin, which is 40 miles be- 
yond the limit of his district, instead of, 
as in the Southern Division, having it 
at some central town within his division; 
whether he is aware that all official 
correspondence from postmasters and 
other officials in the Northern District 
intended for Mr. Ahern, or any member 
of his numerous staff, has first to be 
forwarded to Dublin, and thence re- 
directed to them wherever they may at 
the time be located in the division; 
whether great delay, amounting in some 
instances to several days, accrues to im- 
portant communications from the present 
arrangement ; whether, Mr. Ahern and 
his staff of five or six clerks are each 
absent from Dublin in the aggregate at 
least nine months of the year, and 
during all this time draw expenses at 
the maximum rate of their per diem 
allowance ; and, whether, in view of the 
inconvenience to which this practice 
gives rise, and the expense that it en- 
tails, he will consider the advisability of 
having the head-quarters of Mr. W. 
Ahern transferred from Dublin to En- 
niskillen or Armagh, or some other 
town equally central within the dis- 
trict ? 

Taze POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : 
Mr. Ahern’s head-quarters were fixed 
in Dublin by order of the Postmaster 
General, who at the time considered 
Dublin the most convenient point, and 
as possessing an exceptionally good 
railway service. In the matter of cor- 
respondence there is no additional delay 
in consequence. On the occurrence of 
the next vacancy, the question of head- 
quarters shall be further considered. 
He is not absent from Dublin more 
often than he would be from Armagh or 
any other place, and, during his ab- 
sence can only draw the per diem 
allowance which the Regulations pre- 
scribe. 
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MERCANTILE MARINE FUND— 
FINANCIAL POSITION. 

Mr. DONKIN (Tynemouth) asked 
the Secretary to the Board of e, If 
he will give the House any information 
as to the present financial position of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund ? 

Taz SECRETARY (Baron Heyry 
De Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The statutory light dues leviable on 
ships had, since the passing of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, been re- 
duced to the extent of 60 per cent, 
irrespective of some minor exemptions 
granted to certain over-sea traders. In 
addition, certain fees payable on the 
engagement and discharge of seamen, 
and borne in part by owners and in 
part by seamen, amounting to £70,000 
per annum, had also been remitted. On 
April 1, 1884, a Lalance of more than 
£400,000 had been accumulated, and 
the surplus was still growing. The 
light dues at that time receivable 
amounted to £470,000 per annum, anda 
further reduction was made of 10 per 
cent, equal to an estimated decrease of 
revenue of one-fourth of the light dues 
leviable, or about £120,000. The result 
of this reduction, together with the non- 
revival of trade and the necessary ex- 
penditure on new works for lighthouses, 
has been to reduce the available balance 
to about £30,000. In the present state 
of trade the Board of Trade are un- 
willing to increase light dues, and they 
have made arrangements with the 
Admiralty for a loan from Greenwich 
Hospital moneys of £250,000. They 
have also agreed to consider at an early 
date the condition of the Mercantile 
Marine Fund, with a view to placing its 
income on a more satisfactory footing. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT)— 
PURCHASE OF 100-TON GUNS. 


Cotorer HUGHES - HALLETT 
(Rochester) asked the Surveyor Gene- 
ral of the Ordnance, If he will state to 
the House how many 100-ton guns, if 
any, have been purchased by the War 
Department for the Army, and when; 
the position of these guns, and where; 
the place of their manufacture ; and at 
what cost they were supplied ? 

Tue SURVEYOR GENERAL (Mr. 
Norrucore) (Exeter), in reply, said, four 
100-ton guns, manufactured at Elswick, 
were purchased, in 1878, by the War 
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Department for the Army at a cost of 
£16,500 each. . 


ARMY (AUXILIARY FORCES)—ARMS OF 
THE ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. MALLOOK (Devon, Torquay) 
asked the Secretary of State for War, 
Whether, in view of the recent War 
Office Circular ordering the arms of the 
Artillery Volunteers in several military 
divisions to be returned to the Royal 
Small Arms Factory for examination 
and repair, he will order the issue to 
them of the Martini-Henry carbine in 
place of the old Sniders ; and, if an im- 
mediate issue cannot take place, if he 
can give an approximate date when the 
Artillery Volunteers will be armed with 
the Martini-Henry carbine? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
The reserve of Artillery carbines is not 
at present sufficient to allow of the issue 
of the Martini-Henry pattern to the 
Artillery Volunteers, nor can I now fix a 
date for such issue, as it must depend 
upon the progress made in arming the 
Royal Artillery with the new rifle. 


ARMY (IRELAND)—THE RIOTS IN BEL- 
FAST—SPECIAL ALLOWANCES TO 
TROOPS EMPLOYED. 


Caprain M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) 
asked the Secretary of State for War, 
Whether he will be prepared to recom- 
mend that special allowances be made 
to Her Majesty’s Troops employed 
during the recent disturbances in Bel- 
fast, to meet the serious damage done 
to their clothing and accoutrements, 
owing to the severe and peculiar nature 
of the work that devolved upon them, 
extra pay for similar service pony. on 
all occasions granted to the Royal Irish 
Constabulary ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
I have received no application on the 
subject. If any application is made [ 
shall take care to give it careful con- 
sideration. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND) (TELEGRAPH 
DEPARTMENT)—CHARLESTOWN, CO. 
MAYO. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked the 
Postmaster General, Whether Charles- 
town, county Mayo, has applied for tele- 
graphic communication ; whether, in re- 
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gard to population and to trade, it isa 
much more important town than many 
to which the telegraph has been ex- 
tended ; and, whether he will favourably 
consider the claims of Charlestown ? 
Taz POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): It is 
the fact that an application has been re- 
ceived for the extension of telegraphic 
communication to Charlestown, Nateoe’f 
Mayo. The applicants were informed, 
in November, 1883, that as the amount 
of telegraph business which it was esti- 
mated would be dealt with at the pro- 
posed office would not be sufficient to 
meet the working expenses, a guarantee 
would, as in other similar cases, be re- 
quired. In April, 1884, an undertaking 
was given by certain of the inhabitants 
to provide the guarantee, and the neces- 
sary deed was forwarded for signature; 
but up to the present time it has not 
been returned, though applications were 
made on three separate occasions, and 
consequently the extension has not been 
made. As it is estimated that an exten- 
sion of the telegraph system to Charles- 
town would not be remunerative, I regret 
that Iam precluded from carrying out 
the extension except under a guarantee. 


LUNATIC ASYLUMS (IRELAND)— 
CENTRAL LUNATIC ASYLUM, DUN- 
DRUM—ADVERTISEMENT FOR 
A KITCHENMAID. 

Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, 8.) asked the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whe- 
ther his attention has been called to the 
following advertisement which appeared 
in Zhe General Advertiser, Dublin, on 
Saturday last, the 11th instant :— 

“ The Central Lunatic Asylum at Dundrum. 
A Kitchenmaid (Protestant) is required for the 
above Asylum ;”’ 
and, whether the Lunatic Asylum at 
Dundrum is chiefly maintained by Irish 
Catholic taxpayers; and, if so, on what 
grounds a Catholic is not as eligible as 
a Protestant for the appointment referred 
to in the advertisement ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hiocxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
The advertisement in question was in- 
serted by the Resident Medical Super- 
intendent of the asylum, who, in making 
the stipulation as to religion, appears to 
have been influenced by the considera- 
tions that there is only one Protestant 
among the entire female staff of the 


Mr. Dillon 


{COMMONS} 








Health. 776 
asylum ; that in her absence there would 
be no person to take the female patients 
to the Protestant service ; and that unless 


this arrangement were made one of the 
Catholic nurses would have to absent 
herself from Mass in the morning in 
order to take charge of the refractory 
patients. 

Mr. W. J. CORBET (Wicklow, E.) 
asked the right hon. Baronet, If this Re- 
sident Medical Superintendent was the 
same with regard to whose conduct a 
Commission of Inquiry was held some 
little while ago, and in respect of which 
the Commissioners were not unanimous, 
and reported separately ; and he wished 
to ask him also, if a portion of that in- 


uiry—— 
. Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Ido 
not think that that arises in any way 
out of the Question on the Paper. 


COAL MINES—THE DEAN LANE 
COLLIERY EXPLOSION. 

Mr. BURT (Morpeth) asked the Se- 
cretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, If his attention has been called to 
certain statements of the workmen of 
the Dean Lane Oolliery, near Bristol, 
alleging that the air-ways of the said 
mine were in a bad condition re to 
the explosion which has resulted in the 
death of 10 persons and the serious 
injury of others; and, whether he can 
state what steps he will take to ensure 
a searching investigation into the cause 
of the explosion ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Matruews) (Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir, my attention has been called to 
these statements. I have directed that 
counsel shall attend the inquest which 
is to be resumed on Monday next; and, 
if necessary, I shall direct an inquiry 
into the cause of the explosion when 
the inquest is concluded. 


PUBLIC HEALTH—GIPSY-VAN AND 
TRAVELLING CHILDREN. 


Mr. BURT (Morpeth) asked the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council, 
Whether his attention has been called 
to a letter from Mr. George Smith, of 
Coalville, relating to the sad condition 
of the gipsy van and other travelling 
children, published in The Daily Chronicle, 
Morning Post, and other papers on the 
30th of August; and, whether the Go- 
vernment intend taking any steps for 
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bringing the gipsy van and other tra- 
velling Suita deer educational and 
sanitary influences ? 

THE VICE PRESIDENT (Sir Henry 
HoxtanD) (Hampstead): My attention 
has been called to the letter referred to. 
The Education Department, in concert 
with the Local Government Board, have 
devised Regulations under the Canal 
Boats Act, the effect of which is now 
being tested in the neighbourhood of 
Birmingham ; but the question of gipsy- 
van children is much more difficult, and 
the hon. Member will recollect that the 
Select Committee of which he was a 
Member considered the subject very 
carefully two years ago, and did not see 
their way to recommend any special 
legislation, and that the clause in the 
draft Bill referred to that Committee 
relatin 
omitte 


to gipsy- van children was 
in the Act. 


RIGHT HON. JOSEPH CHAMBER- 
LAIN, M.P.— POLICE PROTECTION, 


Mr. H. CAMPBELL (Fermanagh, 
8.) asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a paragraph in 
The Times, stating that the Member for 
West Birmingham has made arrange- 
ments with the Chief of the Birmingham 
Police to be accompanied by a police 
inspector during a lengthened tour on 
the Continent; whether a local police 
rate can be so employed; and, whether 
he has any reason to believe that the 
Member for West Birmingham is in 
any danger of attack whilst visiting the 
Continent; and, if so, from where ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): My at- 
tention was first called to the paragraph 
in Zhe Times by the Question of the hon. 
Gentleman. The Birmingham police 
are inno way under my control; but I 
have made inquiries, and by the courtesy 
of the Chief Constable I have learnt 
that the statements of fact in the Ques- 
tion are not correct. As to the latter 
part of the Question, I decline, on 
public grounds, to give any answer. 


IRELAND—THE BREHON LAW— RE- 
CONSTITUTION OF THE 
COMMISSION. 


Mr. T. P. GILL (Louth, 8.) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, If he 
could state in what year did it become 
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impossible to form a quorum of the 
Brehon Law Commission through ’de- 
cease of its members; in what year was 
the Commission re-constituted ; who are 
its present Members; and, what Re- 
ports has the Commission issued since 
its re-constitution ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): I have not the information 
to answer the first Question put by the 
hon. Member. The Commission was re- 
constituted in 1884. It present Members 
are the Lord Chancellor, the Master of 
the Rolls, Dr. Graves, the Bishop of 
Limerick, and Mr. Justice O’Brien. I 
cannot find that the Commission has 
issued any Report since it was re-con- 
stituted. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
I would like to ask the bon. Gentleman 
if he is aware how many Members of 
the re-constituted Commission under- 
stand the Irish language ? 

Mr. JACKSON: I am afraid that is 
a Question I cannot answer. 


INLAND NAVIGATION AND DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND) — THE LOWER BANN. 
Mr. PINKERTON (Galway) asked 

the Secretary to the Treasury, If he is 

aware that Memorials have been pre- 
sented, at different periods, from five 

Boards of Guardians and three Grand 

Juries, asking for the removal of the 

navigation works from the Lower Bann ; 

is he aware that a Royal Commission 
has reported against the maintenance 
of these works, that 30,000 acres are 
annually flooded, and a tax of £1,200 
is levied off the distressed farmers to 
maintain the works, which are inflicting 
serious injury upon them; is he aware 
that for 13 years there has not been the 
slightest attempt at navigation between 

Coleraine and Lough Neagh; and, is he 

eoune to lay upon the Table of the 
ouse the different Memorials and Pe- 

titions relating to thie question ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): I am informed thai various 
Memorials have been addressed to the 
Irish Government on this subject, and 
that a Royal Commission recommended 
that the river should be maintained for 
purposes of drainage only. But the Go- 
vernment has no power to initiate any 
proceedings in the matter. The latter 
part of the Question should have been 
addressed to the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land. 
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THE CURRENCY, &c. — CONSTITUTION 
OF THE COMMISSION, 


Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Oldham) 
asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
If his attention has been called to a 
statement in Zhe Times Money Article 
of September 14th, that— 

“One member of the Currency Commissions 
at least, whose practical experience and sound 
views will be likely to exercise considerable in- 
fluence upon his colleagues, does not hesitate to 
let it be known that he intends to put his foot 
down at an early stage of the proceedings and 
to stifle any attempt to discuss the question of 
tampering with the currency system under 
which this country has reached unrivalled pros- 
perity and economical development; ’’ 
if this expression of opinion is consistent 
with the terms of reference to the Our- 
rency Commission, which expressly pro- 
vide for the full discussion of the ques- 
tion ; what bearing the recent changes 
in the relative values of gold and silver 
have had, not only upon the Foreign 
trade, but also upon ‘the internal trade 
and industry ’’ of the United Kingdom ; 
and, if the Government will cause in- 
quiries to be made in order to ascertain 
the name of the Commissioner who has 
pledged himself to this foregene conclu- 
sion, and will consider the expediency of 
removing his name from the Commis- 
sion ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranvotpn CuvcrcHit1) 
(Paddington, 8.): The hon. Member is, 
perbaps, not aware that my right hon. 
Friend the Secretary for Scotland, who 
is Chairman of the Gold and Silver Com- 
mission, answered this Question very 
fully the other day replying to the hon. 
Member for Greenock (Mr. T. Suther- 
land). I have nothing to add to the 
answer which my right hon. Friend then 
gave, except that the result of further 
inguiries which I have made privately 
is to confirm his view that the state- 
ment in the article was unauthenticated 
and unworthy of credence. 


EGYPT—RE-ORGANIZATION, &c.—SIR 
H. DRUMMOND WOLFF. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.) asked Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, Whether Sir Drummond 
Wolff is still employed by the Govern- 
ment in Egypt; if so, what particular 
work he is doing there; whether it is 
true that he is receiving £5,000 a-year ; 
and, whether the Government will recall 
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Sir Drummond Wolff and let the Egyp- 
tians manage and save the £5,000 a-year 
for some other purpose ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypvotrn CuvrcnHitr) 
(Paddington, 8.): Sir Henry Drummond 
Wolff is still employed by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government in Egypt. He is en- 
gaged with the Turkish Commissioner, 
Moukhtar Pasha, in carrying out the 
general re-organization of Egyptian ad- 
ministration contemplated by the Con- 
vention of 1885, and important pro- 
posals made by him, with a view to 
ulterior arrangements, are now under 
the consideration of the Government. 
He is being remunerated at the rate of 
£5,000 a-year by the British Govern- 
ment, and not by the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, as the hon. Member supposes. 
The Government do not intend to recall 
Sir Henry Drummond Wolff before his 
duties have been discharged, and are 
of opinion that his continued presence 
in Egypt is highly desirable, on the 
ground both of British and Egyptian 
interests, which his diplomatic skill and 
experience and extensive knowledge of 
Eastern affairs have already done much 
to harmonize and promote. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.): May I ask the noble Lord 
whether Moukhtar Pasha has associated 
himself with Sir Henry Drummond Wolff 
with any other object than that of mili- 
tary re-organization ? 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
Yes, Sir. The hon. Member has only 
to look to the terms of the Convention 
to satisfy himself on that point. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked, whe- 
ther the Government would consult the 
House of Commons before committing 
itself to any proposals on the subject of 
Egypt? 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
Of course, the Government must al- 
ways bear in mind, in the course of any 
arrangements they may make in the 
exercise of the prerogative of the Crown 
with Foreign Powers, that their action 
will be eventually controlled by the 
House of Commons. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND ex- 
ag that in regard to the salary of 

ir Henry Drummond Wolff, he did not 
intend by the wording of his Question 
to imply that it was paid by the Egyp- 
tian Treasury ; but that this payment out 
of the funds of the British taxpayer was 
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objected to by large numbers of people, 
who felt that he was doing nothing at 


all for it. [‘* Order! ’’} 

POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—CASE OF 
—— MOLONEY, POSTMASTER OF 
KILDYSART. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Postmaster General, If he bas yet ob- 
tained the information sought from 
Moloney, Postmaster, Kildysart, county 
Clare, in reference to the disposal of 
£9 2s. 6d. granted for letter carrier; if 
he can now say whether Moloney, out 
of his allowance of £19 per annum as 
Sub-Postmaster, to secure the services 
of ietter carrier, is compelled to supple- 
ment, by £5 yearly, the £9 2s. 6d., 
making in all £14 2s. 6d.; if the duties 
of the letter carrier are performed in an 
hour and a half daily ; if Moloney, out 
of his allowance of 6s. per week, pays 
ld. for the delivery of each telegraphic 
message within the limits of the town 
postal delivery, thereby wiping out his 
allowance on this head, should 72 mes- 
sages weekly be delivered ; if the tele- 
graph messenger is a different person 
from the letter carrier; if some one of 
Moloney’s family or employés is not in 
constant daily attendance at the post 
office from 7 a.m. till 9 p.m., and if, at 
certain busy times, other members of 
his household have to assist ; if Moloney, 
at his own cost, fitted up the postal and 
telegraphic offices ; if he still considers 
that £5 per annum, or 3}d. per day, for 
the post office, and 6s. per week as tele- 
graphist, diminished by 1d. delivery, are 
sufficient remuneration for outlay of 
capital, free house, and such services; 
and, if he will take Moloney’s case into 
consideration ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarkes) (Cambridge University): On 
inquiring into this matter, I find that 
there has been serious ground for dis- 
satisfaction with the conduct of Moloney, 
the Sub-Postmaster of Kildysart. In 
April last it was discovered that he was 
in the habit of putting into his own 
pocket a portion of the money given 
him to pay a messenger. He was made 
to refund the sum he had pocketed, 
and received a severe reprimand. Should 
he be again reported he will be dis- 
missed. As regards his emoluments, 
they are calculated on the principle 
which I have just described, and he can 
ascertain for himself whether he receives 
the authorized sums. 





{Serremper 17, 1886} 





; ment had yet been made, but wo 


Justice (Ireland). 782 


NAVY—H.M.S. “BELLEISLE.” 


Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Oo., 8.) asked the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty, Why H.M.S. Belleisie is not left 
permanently at her station at Kings- 
town ; if it is a fact that she has been 
away from there nearly the whole sum- 
mer, and is now under orders for the 
North of Ireland; and, if so, for what 
reasons; and, if the Admiralty will 
allow her to remain in Kingstown under 
the circumstances, or, if not, send an- 
other ship to take her place ? 

Lorpv CHARLES BERESFORD (A 
Lorp of the Apmrratry) (Marylebone, 
E.) (who replied) said: The absence of 
Her Majesty’s ship Belleisle from Kings- 
town has been caused by the require- 
ments of the Naval Service, as she, with 
other first reserve ships, had to take part 
in the necessary annual cruise and exer- 
cises of the Fleet. Her absence was 
also caused by the necessity for under- 
going the annual re-fit. Kingstown is 
the headquarters of the first reserve 
ships; but the district extends over the 
whole East Coast of Ireland, from Mo- 
ville on the North to Crookhaven on the 
South. The Admiralty do not consider 
it desirable to keep any first reserve 
ship permanently at her moorings, or 
to replace her by another ship a 
the period her services are requi 
elsewhere. It is usual for the first re- 
serve ships in question to visit Carrick- 
fergus and Lough Foyle, both places 
being within her district. The Belleisle 
will leave Kingstown about the 18th 
instant, and remain at Carrickfergus till 
about the 3rd of October, then proceed 
to Moville, where she will remain until 
the 27th of October. She will then 
return to her headquarters at Kings- 
town. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND) — SES- 
SIONAL CROWN SOLICITOR, CO. 
FERMANAGH. 


Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, If any 
and what appointment to the office of 
Sessional Crown Solicitor for the county 
Fermanagh, Ireland, has been made; 
if not, when will it be made? 

Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity), in reply, said, that no ap ink 


made in a few days. 
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INDIA—NATIVE STATES — THE 
GAEKWAR OF BARODA. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for India, 
Whether it is a fact that the British 
Government promoted the election of 
the present Gaekwar to the throne of 
Baroda; whether it is true that he was 
adopted by the widow of Khanderao, 
the late Gaekwar; whether the present 
Gaekwar is legitimately or illegitimately 
descended from Pilaprao, the founder of 
the race of Gaekwars; whether it is a 
fact that in India adopted heirs are 
elected only in the case of failure of 
lineal, direct, and natural descendants; 
whether the present reigning Gaekwar 
has a father, an elder brother, and two 
uncles alive; whether the prior claims 
of other members of his family were 
taken into account; whether his father 
is descended from a Hindoo class known 
as Lakeali; and, whether a Commission 
of Inquiry into the rights of sovereignty 
of the present ruler will be instituted, 
as happened in the case of the succes- 
sion to the Tanjore throne in 1798 ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
Joun Gorst) (Chatham): I regret the 
impossibility of discussing the igree 
of the reigning Gaekwar of PBaeoda 
within the limits of an answer to a 
Question. The selection of the present 
Gaekwar took place more than 11 years 
ago, as an act of State, after full consi- 
deration by the Government of India. 
The right of the Gaekwar depends upon 
that selection, and no dispute or ques- 
tion of that right for any reasons what- 
ever will be permitted by Her Majesty’s 
Government. 


ARMY (INDIA)—MEDICAL DEPART- 
MENT—SURGEONS, 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Oo., Mid) asked 
the Secretary of State for War, Whe- 
ther the Surgeons in the Army Medical 
Department, in accordance with the 
Indian Army Regulations, although 
wearing the badges of Captain, only 
rank with a Lieutenant for the first five 
or six years of his service, and draw 
the allowance granted to the lower 
grade; whether their pay amounts, for 
the stated period, to 317 rupees per 
month, and whether this amount is 
132 rupees less than the pay of a regi- 
mental Captain; whether, after serving 
five years at home, the pay of a Sur- 
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geon is increased by £50 per annum, 
equivalent to 58 rupees per month, and 
whether it is a fact that, while in India, 
he only receives a corresponding addi- 
tion of 18 rupees per month ; and, what 
steps will be taken to redress these 
grievances, which are popularly spoken 
of as tending to make the Army Medi- 
cal Department unpopular ? 

Tae UNDER SEORETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Sir Jonny Gorsr) 
(Chatham) (who replied) said: The uni- 
form of the Army Medical Department 
is not prescribed by Indian Regulations. 
Surgeons rank with Captains in India, as 
elsewhere. They draw in India a higher 
rate of pay and allowances than Lieu- 
tenants. To the second and third Ques- 
tions [answer Yes. But after six years 
a Surgeon’s pay is increased by 116 
rupees a month, and is more than a 
Captain’s. The Secretary of State does 
not consider that there is any necessity 
for changing the present rates of Indian 
pay of the Army Medical Department. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—THE 
REV. MR. FAHY. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Leitrim, 8.) (for 
Colonel Notan) (Galway, N.) asked Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, If he can 
now state if the Reverend Mr. Fahy has 
been committed to prison under the Act 
31 of Edward III. ec. 1? 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmgs) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): The Rev. W. Fahy was com- 
mitted to prison for not finding sureties 
to keep the peace, which he was ordered 
to do by the magistrates, under the juris- 
diction vested in them by their Commis- 
sion, which forms part of the Common 
Law. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): 
Arising out of this Question, I should 
like to ask the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman if the information stated that 
Mr. Lewis apprehended violence ? 

Mr. HOLMES: The evidence was 
iven in Court vivd voce. I have no 
oubt whatever that sufficient evidence 

was given to justify the magistrates in 
making the order. 


POST OFFICE — THE GENERAL POST 
OFFICE — VACANCIES IN THE 
SORTING OFFICES. 

Mr. ORILLY (Mayo, N,) asked the 
Postmaster General, Whether it is the 
fact that since 1884 three examinations 














785 South Eastern Europe— |Serremser 17, 1886} 


have been held amongst the minor estab- 
lishment, of the General Post Office for 
clerkship vacancies in the chief offices 
of the Metropolitan sorting offices; if, 
under this arrangement, 17 officers of 
the minor establishment have been pro- 
moted to the major establishment, and 
if these gentlemen have not given every 
satisfaction in the positions to which 
they have attained, thus justifying the 
system which secured them their promo- 
tion; and whether, if these are the facts 
of the case, it is the intention of the De- 
partment to continue these examinations; 
and, if so, when will the next be held, 
more than 12 months having elapsed 
since the last one was held ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rakes) (Cambridge University): The 
hon. Member alludes, no doubt, to the 
regulations prescribed for recruiting cer- 
tains ituations in the Sorting Office. The 
character of the work in these situations 
is such that experience in sorting and 
other duties ie of advantage to those 
who fill the places. The intention is to 
continue the present method of recruit- 
ing the situations referred to; but it is 
of no use to have examinations when 
there are no vacancies. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE—THE PRO- 
POSED COMMITTEE. 

Mr. C. E. HAMILTON (Southwark, 
Rotherhithe) asked the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, If the 
Committee his’ Predecessor stated on 
February 25th he proposed to appoint 
to inquire into the organisation of the 
Metropolitan Police has yet been as- 
sembled ; and, in such case, how often 
it met; how many witnesses were called; 
if any radical defects in the organisation 
were found to exist; and what recom- 
mendations, if any, were made; and, 
whether the Report of the Committee 
will be laid upon the Table in accord- 
ance with the promise given ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir. This Committee held a series of 
meetings, and made. their Report last 
July. No formal evidence was taken ; 
but various officers of police—including 
Sir Charles Warren, who was a member 
of the Committee—stated their views. 
The chief defect found to exist was an 
insufficiency of superior officers. This 
has now been remedied by the appoint- 


ment of two additional Superintendents 
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of Districts. Various other recommen- 
dations were made, and are now under 
consideration. I shall be happy to lay 
a copy of the Report upon the Table of 
the House. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT)— 
DEFECTIVE GUNS. 

Sm GUYER HUNTER (Hackney, 
Central) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, Whether he can state how many 
guns have burst during the past five 
years, after being issued for service ? 

Tur SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrra) (Strand, Westminster) : 
Sir, the guns which have actually 
burst have been five, besides which two 
have been rendered unserviceable for 
the time being by cracking their tubes. 
If the hon. Member will move for it, I 
shall be happy to give hima Return 
showing the calibre, endurance, and 
— particulars of the guns which thus 
failed. 


POST OFFICE — POSTAGE RATES AND 
CHARGES TO THE AUSTRALIAN 
COLONIES. 

Sr SAMUEL WILSON (Ports- 
mouth) (for Lord Henry Bruce) ( Wilts, 
Chippenham) asked the Postmaster 
General, Whether it is a fact that the 
German and French Governments, with 
such small interests, so manage for their 
subjects that letters from those Coun- 
tries to our Australian Colonies only 
cost 2}d. postage, whilst from England 
the charge is 6d. ; and, whether it is also 
the case that the Germans and French 
ean send a postcard out for 1d., whereas 
none at any price are issued in England 
for despatch to Australia ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): I am 
in a position to assure the hon. Baronet 
it is not the case that letters can be sent 
from France and Germany to the Aus- 
tralian Colonies for a postage of 2}d. 
The charge is 60 centimes in France and 
60 pfennigs in Germany, sums which 
are respectively about equivalent to 6d. 
and 7d. British. Post-cards cannot be 
sent to the Colonies in question either 
from France or from Germaay. 


SOUTH EASTERN EUROPE—THE 
ZEGEAN SEA—RUMOURS OF BRITISH 
ANNEXATION. 

Mr. HOWARD VINCENT (Shef- 
field, Central) asked the Under Seore- 











787 Parliament— Debate 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs a Ques- 
tion of which he had given him private 
Notice—namely, Whether the reports 
quoted in the English papers from 
French sources that England intends 
establishing a coaling station at Phasos, 
in the Augean Sea, and collecting pro- 
visions there, and also contemplates the 
occupation of certain Islands in the Dar- 
danelles, are true? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
James Fercusson) (Manchester, N.E.): 
Iam much obliged to my hon. Friend 
for having given me this opportunity of 
saying that the only foundation upon 
which these reports rest is pure inven- 
tion. 


PARLIAMENT—BUSINESS OF THE 
HOUSE — MINISTERIAL STATEMENT— 
TENANTS’ RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newecastle- 
upon-Tyne): I think it will be con- 
venient if the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will communicate to 
the House the intentions of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the course of Public 
Business. 

Taz CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn CxvrcHitt) 
(Paddington, 8.): I cannot, of course, 
say, with anything approaching to cer- 
tainty, whether it is possible or not for 
the House to conclude this evening the 
work in connection with the Estimates. 
That is a matter which rests entirely 
with the House, and over which the 
Government have no control. If that 
was done, then the Government would 
ask the House to meet to-morrow for 
the purpose of receiving Report of 
Supply, Report of Ways and Means, 
and of allowing the Appropriation Bill 
to be introduced and read a first time. 
In that event, we should propose to set 
aside Monday for the discussion of the 
Bill of the hon. Member for the City of 
Cork (Mr. Parnell). In the event of 
Supply not being concluded to-night, we 
shall be compelled, much against our 
will, to ask the House to submit to the 
somewhat disagreeable necessity of pro- 
ceeding with Supply to-morrow, and of 
making some extra special efforts to 
close the Committee of Supply to- 
morrow. In the event of Committee of 
Supply not closing to-night, but closing 
to-morrow, we shall take Report of 
Supply as the first Order on Monday, 
Report of Ways and Means as the 


Mr. Howard Vincent 
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second Order, the introduction and first 
reading of the Appropriation Bill as the 
third Order, and we shall place on the 
Order Paper the Bill of the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork. That is, as far as 
the Government can sketch, the course 
of Public Business, and I hope it will 
be agreeable to the House. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
asked whether, in the event of the first 
reading of the Appropriation Bill being 
taken to-morrow, and Monday being 
given to the hon. Member for the City 
of Cork, the Appropriation Bill would 
also be put down for second reading on 
Monday ? 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
Yes. 

In reply to Sir Gzonce CampBeEst, 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL 
said, that the hon. Member would be 
able to raise on Report to-morrow the 
questions that he aid not consider ade- 
quately dealt with that night. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
RIOT AT GALWAY—ALLEGED 
CASUALTY. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether he could 
give the House any information as to 
the reported death of a woman caused 
during the course of the riot at Galway ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnatt Hicxs-Beacu) (Bristol, W.) 
in reply, said, he had received no Re- 
port as to any such death. 


PARLIAMENT—DEBATE ON THE AD- 
DRESS.—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. MAHONY (Meath, N.) said, he 

desired to make a brief personal expla- 
nation. In his speech in the debate on 
the Address, in reply to the Speech 
from the Throne, he had quoted certain 
agricultural statistics which he had taken 
from The Irish Farmers’ Gazette, and 
had made certain caleulations to show 
the percentage of the fall in prices in 
1885. In one of these items he yester- 
day discovered that he had made a 
serious arithmetical blunder; and as 
he should be very sorry to mislead the 
House in any way, he took the earliest 
opportunity of making it known. He 
had stated that the price of two-year-old 
stock had fallen 42 per cent, instead of 
which he found it had only fallen 20 per 
cent. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
—— 
SUPPLY—CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
SuprpLy—considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 


Crass ITI.—Law anv Justice. 


(1.) £542,153, to complete the sum 
for the Constabulary, Ireland. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.): I wish 
to make an appeal to Her Majesty’s 
Government tu take some steps to dis- 
courage harsh and cruel evictions on the 
part of the Irish landlords during the 
coming winter, and I should like to read 
to the Committee an opinion which has 
been expressed in regard to the cruelty 
of evictions of this kind by an old and 
respected Member of this House—Sir 
Eardley Wilmot. He says— 

* As an old and staunch Conservative, as a 
cordial supporter of Lord Salisbury’s Admi- 
nistration, as an earnest well-wisher to its suc- 
cess, and last, but not least, in the cause of peace 
and prosperity in Ireland, I hope that the Go- 
vernment will see its way to accept, subject to 
modifications, the 3rd clause of Mr. Parnell’s 
Bill, dealing with evictions. Among rational 
and calmly judging men in Ireland there is but 
one opinion—namely, that evictions should be 
temporarily suspended, subject, of course, to 
investigation by the local Court as to the 
capability of the tenant; and because the pro- 
posal emanates from a Home Ruler whose poli- 
tical doctrines we abhor, if it is a good pro- 
posal, in God's name, why should we reject 
it?” 


I trust that such an appeal from an 
esteemed Member of the Conservative 
Party will have some effect in inducing 
the Government to discourage evictions 
in Ireland during the coming winter. I 
will not be so unreasonable as to suggest 
that, in cases where the tenants are able 
to pay the rent, the Government should 
refuse the assistance of the forces of the 
Crown, in order to see that the law is 
carried out; but we know how advan- 
tage can be taken from the employment 
of the forces of the Crown for the exter- 
mination of Irish tenants, and where 
there is no rent to be derived from 
evicting poor people, I think it is the 
duty of any Government having the 
slightest consideration for the lives and 
well-being of the population, not to be 
so cruel or so harsh as to employ the 
Constabulary in driving these unfortu- 
nate people from their humble, though 
happy, homes. I would further urge 
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upon the Government the danger of 
putting too severe a strain upon the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. I would ask 
them to consider whether the time may 
not come when, rising to the level of the 
occasion, the Royal Irish Constabulary 
will refuse to aid grinding and oppres- 
sive landlords in exterminating the Irish 

asantry, who are their own kith and 

in? I warn the Government that a 
time may come when the Constabulary 
will refuse to be instruments in the 
hands of the Executive for carrying out 
the cruel and oppressive procedure of 
the exterminating landlords of inflicting 
ruin upon the people, and of bringing 
about destitution and possibly murder. 
We have every reason to expect that 
thousands of the Irish people will be 
driven from their homes during the 
coming winter. Both the Government 
in this House and the Prime Minister 
in ‘another place” have declared that 
it is their intention to see the law carried 
out in Ireland without regard to the 
cruelty or oppressiveness of evictions, 
and if they proposeto lend the assistance 
of the Constabulary Force to carry out 
this nefarious work, it is to be feared 
that the condition of social order in Ire- 
land will not be in a very healthy econ- 
dition in the coming winter. I would 
also call the attention of the Government 
to the uselessness and absurdity of spend- 
ing money on the protection of men who 
seek the protection of the Government 
without really requiring it. In my own 
neighbourhood there is a man who ob- 
tained police protection some time ago, 
and the duties performed wore to convey 
this gentleman from one public-house to 
another. At length they became so tired 
of that duty that one of the constables, 
acting with the escort, actually arrested 
the man, and brought him before the 
stipendiary magistrate for drunkenness. 
It was not until then that the police 
escort was dispensed with. I know of 
another man in my neighbourhood who 
has police protection, but who, never- 
theless, frequently goes round trans- 
acting his ordinary business without 
requiring the assistance of the police at 
all. This very person is, in point of fact, 
receiving pay for conveying his own 
police escort about with him on cars. In 
another case—that of a man who was 
escorted by two policemen—Inspector 
Maguire, the late County Inspector for 
the Division of West Cork, came to the 
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eonclusion that the man was actually 
making a protit out of the police escort, 
by accommodating the men with seats 
on his own car, and charging them for 
it. The Inspector, therefore, made an 
arrangement that the police should not, 
in future, be supplied with seats on the 
car that the man was himself accustomed 
to travel by. Accordingly, the police 
escort hired a car from a posting estab- 
lishment; but the protected man pur- 
chased a horse for two or three pounds, 
and when the Inspector left the district, 
he hired out the horse and rode in front 
of the police escort on the car. The car, 
I believe, is still driven by his own 
driver. There are numerous other cases 
of this kind which might be mentioned, 
and I would ask the Chief Secretary to 
inquire into them, and also that he will 
take steps to preventevictions from being 
pushed to extremity in the coming 
winter. Where it is evident that a man 
is unable to pay his rent through no 
fault of bis own, and the landlord pro- 

oses to deal harshly and cruelly with 

im, I trust the right hon. Gentleman 
will refuse the assistance of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary in carrying out the 
eviction. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.): I wish to call attention to the 
ease of Mr. Tilly, who, as Sub-Iuspector 
of County Cavan and King’s County, 
has for the past six years been in reality 
performing the duties of County In- 
spector without even the rank or pay 
of County Inspector. Attention has, 
on several occasions, been called to this 
case, and the reason which has been 
alleged for the non-promotion of Mr. 
Tilly is, that he has an impediment in 
his speech, and is, therefore, incapable 
of performing the work of a County In- 
spector. Now, as Sub-Inspector, he is re- 
quired to attend cases at Petty Sessions, 
and to give evidence before the magis- 
trates ; whereas, as County Inspector, he 
would not have as much work to do, and 
it would be of a character which would 
not require so much viva voce exertion 
on his part. I believe that Mr. Tilly 
has received medical certificates that 
he is perfectly fit to discharge the duties 
of County Inspector, and under these 
circumstances I think there is no rea- 
son why he should not be promoted. 
He has proved himself to be a highl 
efficient officer. I wish also to call 


attention to the case of Mr. Molloy, 
Mr. Gilhooly 
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who was arrested in November last. He 
was arrested at the instance of the Board 
of Works, because he had thrown down 
a wall which had been built by the 
Board of Works on his own property. 
He was taken to the police barracks, and, 
although bail was offered for him by 
several most influential inhabitants, bail 
was refused, and when the case was 
brought before the magistrates next day, 
it was at once dismissed. 

Tur CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
case now being referred to by the hon. 
Baronet does not appear to be connected 
with the Constabulary. 

Sie THOMAS ESMONDE: The Con- 
stabulary had charge of the case. 

Tae CHAIRMAN: Even if that be 
so, it would apply to the Vote for the 
Metropolitan Force. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Then I 
will not press it further. 

Coroner SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I wish to support the views which 
have been expressed by the hon. Ba- 
ronet opposite in regard to Sub-In- 
spector ‘Tilly. As Chairman of the 
Quarter Sessions and Foreman of the 
Grand Jury in the county of Cavan, I 
have been able by personal knowledge 
to acquire great esteem for Mr. Tilly, 
and I desire to bear testimony to the 
admirable way in which he discharges 
his duties. I believe that it is a case of 
great hardship to Mr. Tilly that he 
should have been passed over for pro- 
motion. I know it is the universal feel- 
ing among the magistrates in the county 
that Mr. Tilly is one of the mcst efficient 
officers they have ever had in the county, 
and I believe the only objection to his 
promotion has been that he suffers from 
a slight stammer. Gentlemen who have 
been present when Mr. Tilly has been 
discharging his duty and giving evidence 
in the trial of prisoners, have borne 
testimony to the fact that the disability 
which prevents his promotion did not in- 
terfere with the performance of his 
duties. I know it is a matter of sur- 

rise and regret to the magistrates of 
unty Cavan that this gentlemen’s ser- 
vices should have been so long over- 
looked. I am sure that I am expressing 
the opinion of the magistrates of the 
county—their unanimous copinion—when 
I say they believe that no officer in the 
county has ever been more deserving of 
promotion or of recognition of his ser- 
vices, than Mr. Tilly. I, therefore, sin- 
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cerely hope that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment an my right hon. Friend the Chief 
will give him that promotion 
which his admirable services for so many 
years have so completely deserved. 

Mr. COX (Clare, E.): I am glad that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
(Colonel Saunderson) has taken up this 
subject. I was not aware that he pro- 

osed to address himself to it. It will 

e in the recollection of some Members 
of the Committes that on two occasions 
in the last Parliament I addressed Ques- 
tions to the then Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land on this subject, but I did not receive 
what I considered to be a very favourable 
reply. A few days ago I addressed a 
similar Question to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the present Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant, and I received a 
somewhat similar answer, whereupon I 
gave Notice that I should raise the ques- 
tion on the Estimates. I am sorry I was 
not in my place when the question was 
raised by the hon. Baronet (Sir Thomas 
Esmonde); but I have no doubt that 
the hon. Baronet, as well as the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman opposite, have 
presented the case to the Committee in a 
clear and proper manner. I have only 
to add my views to theirs, and to express 
a sincere hope that the Government will 
be able to see their way to give promo- 
tion to this gentleman for his long and 
faithful services. The pretext for de- 
priving Mr. Tilly of promotion—namely, 
that he has a defect in his speech—is one 
that will not hold water for a moment. 
How any defective speech can affect a 
County Inspector further than it affects 
a Divisional Inspector, I fail to see. 
During Mr. Tilly’s long term of service 
—now close upon 25 years—he has for 
six years discharged the duties of County 
Inspector, and there was no complaint 
of him during that time on account cf 
any impediment in his speech. He was 
examined frequently as a witness before 
the Quarter Sessions, before the Judges 
of Assize, and before the magistrates 
sitting in Petty Sessions. No complaint 
whatever was made, and I think that it 
is preposterous to urge that a defect 
which does not attach to a Divisional 


Inspector is sufficiently serious to pre- 
vent the same man from being promoted 
to the position of County Inspector. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
desire to add my voice to that of my 
hon. and gallant Friend the Member for 
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North Antrim (Colonel Saunderson) and 
the hon. Members o te, in favour of 
District Inspector Tilly. I am not per- 
sonally acquainted with that gentleman ; 
but I am informed that previously to 
being stationed in Cavan he was sta- 
tioned in the county of Antrim, and I 
have received the strongest assurances 
from all classes of people in Lisburn as 
to the admirable manner in which he 
performed his duties. I am not aware 
that any allegation was made against 
him while he was employed in that 
county, nor was it considered that the 
defect which has been mentioned inca- 
pacitated him from performing his duty 
as District Inspector in an efficient man- 
ner. I am, therefore, of opinion that 
if he were promoted to the position of 
County Inspector, he is admirably quali- 
fied to perform the duties of the office. 

Sm JAMES P. CORRY (Armagh, 
Mid): In connection with} this Vote I 
wish to bring under the notice of my 
right hon. Friend the Chief Secretary 
a matter of some importance in connec- 
tion with the inquiry about to be held 
in Belfast, as to the conduct of the Con- 
stabulary in the recent riots. It is gene- 
rally reported that some of the Constabu- 
lar. will be summoned to give evidence, 
and that they are afraid that if they 
state fully and clearly all that happened 
in the course of the riots they may pro- 
bably suffer personal injury as the result 
of their testimony. Now, we wish to 
have it distinctly understood that any 
member of that Force who is called upon 
to give evidence will be protected against 
anything which may happen to him after- 
wards. I am sure now that the atten- 
tion of my right hon. Friend and of the 
Inspector General of Constabulary has 
been drawn to the matter, that adequate 
protection will be afforded. I will only 
add that the Force themselves are ex- 
tremely anxious that in a case of this 
kind they should be protected from suf- 
fering injury in consequence of the state- 
ments they may feel it their duty to 
make. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): I 
wish to draw the attention of the Chief 
Secretary to the constant increase which 
has been going on from year to year 
in this Vote. There are two items 
in the Vote this year which show a very 
largeincrease. The first is the increase 
in the pay and pensions of the Constabu- 
lary. The increase in pensions alone 








amounts to £10,000. The Vote last year 
was £40,000 in excess of the Vote for 
the previous year ; but that may be rea- 
sonably accounted for by the passing of 
a Bill when Mr. Trevelyan was Chief 
Secretary to increase the pay and pen- 
sions of the Force. Ishould have thought, 
however, that it was almost impossible 
for that Bill to have produced so large 
an increase in the pensions as £10,000. 
This is a matter upon which I think the 
Committee ought to receive an explana- 
tion. Then, again, I notice in Sub-head 
R, at page 317, that the Constabulary 
Transport Service last year cost only 
£1,500, but this year the sum put down 
is £5,000. That is a very large increase 
indeed, and I should like to have an ex- 
planation from the Chief Secretary as to 
the reason of the increase which has 
taken place in that item. There is 
another question I should like to put 
to the right hon. Gentleman—namely, 
to ask him to explain to the Committee 
the conditions under which the police 
are deputed to give personal special pro- 
tection. The police are sent to escort 
persons in Ireland who make allegations 
that their lives are in danger, and I 
want to know whether, in any case, the 
persons who ask for this police protection 
pay any portion of the expense? There 
are many cases in which it is a public 
abuse to have the police following per- 
sons ostensibly for the purpose of pro- 
tecting their lives when their lives are 
in no danger at all. Mention has already 
been made of a case in which a man 
rode on a horse in front of a car of his 
own, for which the two policemen told 
off to protect him kad to pay. I have 
been informed that this man, as the 
owner of the car, gets 18s. a-day for car 
hire, in addition to which the two police- 
men placed at his disposal will throw, at 
the very least, a charge of £200 a-year 
upon the ratepayers of this country. I 
should like, therefore, to know whether 
there are any instances of persons so 
protected who do not really require pro- 
tection, or, if they do ask for it, should 
be called upon to pay a portion of the 
cost? There is the further question as 
to the distribution of the Police Force 
throughout Ireland. There is scarcely 
a county in the South and West of Ire- 
land which is not called on annually to 
pay a considerable sum for the cost of 
extra police. Some time ago I had an 
opportunity of raising that question in 
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this House, and I should be glad if the 
right hon. Gentleman can give the Com- 
mittee some information as to the num- 
ber of extra men stationed in the diffe- 
rent counties, and as to the cost thrown 
on the local rates of such counties for 
the maintenance of the men? I should 
also like to know what ground there is 
for drafting a large extra force of con- 
stables into counties where there has 
been no outbreak of crime whatever, 
and practically no outrages? For in- 
stance, the county of Waterford has, in 
recent times, been very badly treated in 
this respect. The ratepayers of Water- 
ford have been taxed to a very consider- 
able amount for extra police, and yet 
there has been no such thing as an out- 
break of crime, and peace could be pre- 
served by one or two constables stationed 
in each village as easily as in England. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to give some information upon the 
points which I have placed before him. 
Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.): I am glad 
that my hon. Friend (Mr. M. J. Kenny) 
has raised the question of the employ- 
ment, in various counties in Ireland, of 
an extra police force, the cost of which 
is thrown partly upon the Consolidated 
Fund and partly upon the county. My 
hon. Friend has mentioned the fact 
that successive Governments have been 
in the habit of sending out in Ireland 
large detachments of extra police under 
the 12th or 13th section of an Act of 
William IV., which authorizes the cost to 
be levied on the rates and Consolidated 
Fund. So far as I am able to make 
out at the present time there is no justi- 
fication whatever for the maintenance of 
this extra police force in any ‘part of 
Ireland. As to the county of Mayo, 
although I have been unable to see the 
last Return of the state of crime, I 
gather from the charges of the Judges 
at the Assizes, and the speeches which 
have been delivered by the Chairmen 
of Quarter Sessions, that the county has 
been in a most favourable condition for a 
long time past. And here let me com- 
plain of the very inadequate means 
placed at the disposal of Members for 
obtaining satisfactory information with 
reference to the position of the Police 
Force in Ireland. I have searched the 
Library from end to end for a Return 
which ought to have been supplied to 
the House, stating what has taken place 
under the Constabulary Redistribution 
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Act of August, 1885. It will be in the 
recollection of the right hon. Gentlemen 
the Chief Secretary that in uence 
of a very long and important debate 
which took place in this House on the 
Motion of my hon. Friend the Member 
for Cork (Mr. Parnell), the Government 
of the day were compelled to bring in 
a Bill authorizing the Lord Lieutenant 
to redistribute the Police Force in Ire- 
land, and to reorganize the position of 
the force in each county. I have endea- 
voured to find out what alterations have 
been made in the numbers of the Con- 
stabulary stationed in various districts 
in Ireland; but I have been unable to 
obtain any information on the subject, 
owing, I believe, to the fact that the 
Police Authorities in Ireland steadily 
set their faces against making any Re- 
turn of their doings to the House of 
Commons. I hope that when this ques- 
tion is next brought before the House 
we may have some better data to go 
upon. We ought to know exactly where 
we stand, and not be compelled to bother 
the right hon. Gentleman night after 
night for information as to the number 
of policemen in different parts of the 
country. In North Mayo there is an 
extra foree of police, under the 12th 
or 13th section of the Act of William 
IV., at a cost of £1,530. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnazt Hicxs-Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): The section is the 12th, 

Mr. DEASY: And, roughly speaking, 
£1,500 is the sum which the ratepayers 
of the county are mulcted for the enjoy- 
ment of this luxury. The right hon. 
Gentleman has informed me that the 
extra police are sent down under the 
12th section of the Act of William IV. 
That section empowers the magistrates, 
sitting in Petty Sessions, to petition the 
Lord Lieutenant to send down an extra 
foree to any particular division of the 
county, and there is no authority in the 
Act enabling them to present also a 
petition for the withdrawal of such force. 
How long this extra police force may 
have been stationed in the county of 
Mayo, or elsewhere, I cannot tell. We 


endeavoured to extract information from 
Mr. Trevelyan, two years ago, but 
without success; and no Chief Secre- 
tary seems to be able to inform us 
how long these men have been quar- 
tered upon this part of Ireland under 
Section 12 of the Act of William IV. 
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The: inference is that for 12, 15, or 20 
years this county has been burdened 
with a heavy expense, wholly uncalled 
for, and without having the power to 
petition for a removal of the griev- 
ance. I would ask the Chief Secretary 
to find out who the magistrates were 
who petitioned the Government to send 
down this extra force, and then to 
ascertain if they are still of the same 
opinion as they were when they pre- 
sented the Memorial to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant. There might have been some 
necessity for extreme precautions under 
the Crimes Act; but this force was not 
sent down under the Crimes Act, and 
be it remembered that the Crimes Act 
authorized the Lord Lieutenant to send 
down any number of men, of his own 
free will, to any disturbed district, and 
to charge the cost to the locality. There- 
fore, there can be no excuse for retain- 
ing this extra force in the county of 
Mayo, or, indeed, from anything I can 
learn, in any other part of Ireland. I 
have carefully looked into the Police 
Returns of crime for the present year 
as far as they go, and I do not think 
there is any justification for the con- 
tinued retention of this force. The ordi- 
nary force at the disposal of the Lord 
Lieutenants of counties ought to be 
quite sufficient to preserve order. I find 
that in Mayo there have been 100 men, 
under the direction of a County Inspec- 
tor and Sub-Inspectors, sent out to en- 
force evictions. I think it is high time 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Se- 
cretary should take the practice of util- 
izing the Royal Irish Constabulary for 
the purpose of carrying out evictions 
into his serious consideration. A hun- 
dred men have been sent where five or 
six constables are quite enough to pre- 
serve order, and I fail to see why the 
taxpayers of the country should be an- 
nually robbed of a very large sum of 
money which might well be disposed of 
in another way. On the West Coast of 
Ireland the poverty and destitution of 
the people is notorious, and they are at 

resent altogether unable to pay rent. 
f trust that the right hon. Gentleman 
will give these matters the attention 
they deserve. I would also point out to 
him that some of the evictions now taking 
place are being carried out in cases 
where the unfortunate tenants have ac- 
tually been obliged to receive relief from 
the Guardians. Therefore, I ask the 
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right hon. Gentleman, in the case of the 
county of Mayo, to withdraw the extra 
police, and to refuse to lend the assist- 
ance of the ordinary police to the land- 
lords in carrying out these cruel evic- 
tions, leaving them where it is apparent 
that the victim is unable to pay to carry 
them out as best they can. There is a 
widespread fear that in the coming winter 
the destitution of the people will be far 
more severe than it has ever been be- 
fore, and that they will be obliged, in 
many cases, to enter the workhouse in 
order to prevent themselves and their 
families from being actually starved. 
Another matter to which wish to 
direct the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman is the appointment of medical 
officer to the Constabulary at Castlebar. 
The usual practice, when a vacancy has 
arisen, has been for the police authori- 
ties to 5 the dispensary medical 
officer. In this case, the dispensary 
medical officer was Dr. Jordan. That 
= — for the appointment, 

ut, being a Nationalist, he was passed 
over. There is no other reason, as far 
as I am able to make out, that the Go- 
vernment can have for refusing to make 
the appointment. I understand that the 
excuse made by the Police Authorities 
is;that Dr. Jordan is a very young man, 
and has not had sufficient experience to 
undertake the responsible duty of look- 
ing after 20, 30, or 40 persons; whereas 
the Local Government Board consider 
him quite competent to take charge of 
the dispensary district of Castlebar. If 
he is qualified for that duty, surely he 
is a se person to look after the 
health of this police establishment. This 
is a matter which has given rise to a 
good deal of irritation in Castlebar, 
and the general impression is that a 
Nationalist has not the least chance 
of being promoted or preferred. I 
trust the right hon. Gentleman will, in 
this case, adopt the example set by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Stirling (Mr. Campbell-Bannerman) in 
the last Parliament. The attention of 
the right hon. Member for Stirling was 
directed to a case which was exactly 
similar to the present, in the county of 
Cork, and the gentleman who was ap- 
pointed over the head of another actually 
filled the office for some months. But 
as soon as representations were made to 
the Chief Secretary, he ordered the 
County Inspector to have the gentleman 
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who then held a ee dis- 
missed, and ere ie medical offi- 
cer of the dispensary. In Castlebar, 
the appointment to which I refer has 
only | made within the last few 
weeks, and the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite will find it an easy matter to 
rectify the mistake which has been 
made, and to give the appointment to 
the man who has the best right to it. 
In conclusion, I will only say that I 
have found it most difficult and, in some 
instances, altogether impossible, to ob- 
tain reliable information as to the police 
arrangements. The payment of the 
extra police falls upon the county rate, 
and the magistrates who are the means 
of bringing them into the county care 
very little what sum the unfortunate 
local ratepayers and the county are 
called upon to pay. I sincerely hope 
that the matter will receive full con- 
sideration at the hands of the right 
hon. Gentleman, that he will direct the 
withdrawal of the extra police in the 
county of Mayo, and that he will secure 
the appointment of Dr. Jordan as medi- 
cal officer to the Constabulary at Castle- 
bar. 

Mr. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) : 
The county of Waterford has been re- 
markable, for many years, for its peace- 
ful attitude. Both the Judges of Assize 
and the Chairmen of Quarter Sessions 
have constantly congratulated the county 
on its satisfactory condition. Neverthe- 
less, we are taxed very heavily for the 
maintenance of extra police; and what 
makes the position more iniolerable is 
that until the last few months the county 
did not possess the actual number of 
police which was fixed for it by Act of 
Parliament. Nevertheless, at the same 
time, it was required to maintain an 
extra police force without any allowance 
being made for the fact that the regular 
police force in the county was less than 
it ought to have been. If they really 
had the interests of the people at heart, 
I maintain that the magistrates ought 
to bring pressure upon the Government 
to withdraw the extra police. But, as 
has been shown by my hon. Friend the 
Member for West Mayo (Mr. Deasy), 
the Grand Jury, as a class, do not pay 
the rates out of which this extra police 
force is maintained. They are paid out 
of the county rate, which is not levied 
on property, but upon the occupyin 
tenants. I believe the magistrates woul 
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be very chary es to the steps they take | 
for the introduction of an extra police 
force into an Irish county if the expense 
of maintaining it was levied upon 
them instead of the holdings of the ten- 
ants, In consequence.of the mode in 
which the expense is met the landlords 
are quite indifferent to it, and are per- 
fectly willing that we should be called 
upon to pay a large annual sum for the 
maintenance of these extra police. With 
regard to the Constabulary Force itself, 
as a rule we make no complaint of the 
men, as far as individuals go; but we 
complain strongly of the system under 
which they are governed. We maintain 
that it is a system which is calculated to 
degrade the men, and one under which 
any mau who holds views which do not 
accord with those of the powers that be is 
immediately ‘‘ Boycotted.”” We had an 
instance of that in the treatment which 
Sub-Inspeetor Murphy received at the 
hands of the authorities. At the Pre- 
sentment Sessions for the County Water- 
ford attention was called to the charge 
for the extra police, and a unanimous 
protest was made against it. But the 
Grand Jury have not taken up the 
same position, and the only way in 
which the ratepayers can rid themselves 
of this intolerable burden is to make a 
strike against the payment. I fully re- 
cognize that that would be an extreme 
step; but I think that such a peaceful 
community would be justified, at any 
rate, in taking some step in that direc- 
tion. In speaking upon the Vote for 
the Local Government Board the other 
day I was told by you, Mr. Courtney, 
that any question in relation to the 
working of the Explosives Act would 
come more directly under the present 
Vote. At present the appointment of 
Inspectors under that Act is in the 
hands of the magistrates, who are ac- 
customed to appoint civilians; but we 
are of opinion that, owing to the nature 
of the duties, they would be better dis- 
charged by members of the Constabu- 
lary. At present the appointments are 
made at the different Courts of Petty 
Sessions, and in due course a charge is 
presented to the local Boards of Guar- 
dians for payment of the Inspector’s 
salary, ok the Boards of Guardians 
have no alternative but to pay it. In 
fact, they must pay it, whether they 
like it or not. There is a strong feel- 
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ing that the Constabulary would be a 
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far better means of inquiring where 
these e are enll low they 
are kept; and I maintain that the Exe- 


cutive Government of Ireland ought to 
make it the duty of the Constabulary 
to perform the work. I do not’say that 
a heavy taxation is imposed u the 
Boards of Guardians in connection with 
this matter; but where the Board of 
Guardians comprises six or seven petty 
sessional districts the tax amounts in 
some cases to £60 or £70 a-year. When 
I raised the question on the Vote for the 
Local Government Board, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary made no 
reply. I have now called his attention 
again to the matter, and I hope he will 
see the reasonableness of our complaint, 
and that he will be able to give us some 
satisfactory assurance. I am glad to 
say that the treatment which the Royal 
Irish Constabulary have received in the 
last few months in the North of Ireland 
has had some good effect upon them, 
and that they now see that the system 
under which they are governed is radi- 
eally wrong. They have found out that 
the Orangemen in the North may break 
the law with impunity as far as the 
Constabulary are concerned; while, in 
the South, such conduct would not be 
tolerated for a moment. Some of the 
constables have told me, since they re- 
turned from Belfast, that if anything 
like the same disturbances as have hap- 
pened in that city had occurred in Cork 
or Waterford, the police would not have 
been 20 minutes in quelling them; but 
that in Belfast they were made the tools 
of the Orange magistracy, and exposed 
to fire and insult that was downright 
degrading to them. I am sorry to 
say that the Head Constable, who lost 
his life in those deplorable riots, 
came from my own county; and his 
death has created a strong feeling 
among the local Constabulary, together 
with the treatment which the Con- 
stabulary themselves received at the 
hands of the Belfast Orange magistracy. 
I may also mention that, in connection 
with this matter, they draw a contrast 
between the treatment they received at 
the hands of the Coroner’s jury at Bel- 
fast and that which they received at the 
hands of a Coroner’s jury in Kilkenny 
some years ago, when a verdict of a Ca- 
tholic jury against them was altogether 
set at nought by the authorities. We 
trust that we may receive some satis- 
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factory assurance from the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the withdrawal of the 
extra police foree, and that something 
will be done to get rid of the strong 
feeling of irritation which their con- 
tinued maintenance in peaceful Irish 
counties produces. 

Mr. C Y (Mayo, N.): I have no 
wish to detain the Committee for any 
length of time. On the contrary, I de- 
sire to assist the Government in obtain- 
ing the speedy passing of these Esti- 
mates; but it must not be forgotten 
that this is a Vote which affords more 
opportunities for the criticisms of Irish 
Members than any other. There is not 
a county in Ireland which has not got 
some scandalous record in regard to the 
action of the police. The existing sys- 
tem is most unsatisfactory; and it is 
the duty of the Irish Members to raise 
a constant protest against it. I entirely 
join my hon. Friend the Member for 

est Mayo (Mr. Deasy) in the appeal 
he has made to the Government to take 
into their serious consideration some 
remedy for the condition of affairs which 
has been shown to exist in that county. 
I maintain that there is no necessity 
whatever, in the first place, for the em- 
ployment of this body of 22 police at 
all; and, further, I contend that the 
people of that county are quite unable 
to pay their quota of the expense of 
maintaining that force. The unfor- 
tunate inhabitants of that county are 
either actually starving, or nearly so. 
The Unions of the county are them- 
selves almost bankrupt, and many of 
them have been scheduled under the 
Advances Act passed last Sessiun. More- 
over, the land of the county is going 
out of cultivation, and large bodies of 
the people are leaving it. Therefore, to 
impose an extra body of police upon 
this unfortunate county, where the 
people, in the first place, are almost 
starving, and, in the next place, quiet 
and peaceably disposed, seems to me to 
resemble very much the action of a 
former Ozar of Russia, in sending a 
number of troops to garrison Warsaw 
when order reigned in that unfortunate 
city. I have gone over the records in 
the Library of the evictions which have 
taken place in Mayo for some time past, 
together with the number of agrarian 
outrages, and I find that the number of 
agrarian outrages does not justify the 
maintenance in that county of this force 
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of extra prise . I hold, with my hon. 
Friend (Mr. Deasy), that the ordinary 
police of that county would be quite 
able to cope with the condition of affairs 
which exists there at present.. In 1883 
there were 45 offences reported to the 
police in Mayo, a great portion of which 
consisted of the sending of threatening 
notices; but in 1884 that number of 
45 dwindled down to 24; and the record 
of 1885 shows that the number was only 
27. According tothe latest Return, which 


was issued on the 3lst of March, 1886, | 


only nine offences have been reported to 
the police; and of these nine, six con- 
sisted of the sending of threatening 
letters. I maintain that, in this con- 
dition of affairs, it is not at all necessary 
to station in the county of Mayo an 
extra body of 22 constables, and to place 
on the people of that county, who are in 
a condition of suffering themselves, an 
unnecessary burden of £700 per annum. 
Doubtless, evictions in the county of 
Mayo, as my hon. Friend pointed out, 
are increasing very largely. I regret 
the fact myself, and I am quite sure that 
right hon. Gentlemen sitting on the 
Front Ministerial Bench will share my 
regret that evictions are so largely in- 
creasing in the county of Mayo. I find 
that while in the last quarter of last 
year ending the 31st of December, 1885, 
only 22 evictions took place in Mayo, 
and in the previous quarter, ending the 
30th of December, they were only 20, 
unfortunately that record has been very 
much increased during the first quarter 
of this year. I find from the last Re- 
port which has been issued that in- 
stead of only 22 or 20 evictions having 
taken place there have been the appal- 
ling number of 129. I certainly protest 
against the maintenance of the extra 
police in the county for the simple pur- 
pose of enforcing evictions. As regards 
the state of crime in Mayo, the people 
are quiet, peaceable, and orderly, and 
there have been no instances of resist- 
ance to the Forces of the Crown, while 
the landlords have been engaged in 
carrying out these evictions. There- 
fore, I hold that the Government have 
no justification whatever for maintain- 
ing this extra body of police in the 
county. Under these circumstances, 
I join with my hon. Friend in his ap- 
peal to the Chief Secretary to see whe- 
ther it is not possible to make arrange- 
ments for the immediate withdrawal of 
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the extra police force at present stationed 
in the county of Mayo. 

Mr. TUITE (Westmeath, N.): I feel 
it my duty to draw the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary to the enormous police force 
stationed in Westmeath, and specially 
in the county town of Mullingar. In 
that town there are at present 29 men, 
although the population is only 4,700. 
I think it is a scandal that we should 
have 29 constables posted among a 
population of 4,700 persons. The 
statistics of crime show that West- 
meath is one of the most peaceable 
counties in Ireland; and, therefore, it 
is an insult to the inhabitants to main- 
tain a large force of police there. In 
Mullingar itself there are two police 
barracks, and there was an estimate 
submitted for the erection of a new one. 
No steps, however, have been taken, al- 
though the money was voted to erect 
the barracks, and at present the police 
force occupy two private houses, and 
there is an item for the rent of these 
hired offices in the present Estimate. 
Surely an item of that nature ought not 
to be continued, when Parliament has 
voted the money for the erection of a 
new barracks. I also desire to call at- 
tention to the system adopted of charging 
the expenses of the Medical Officer who 
attends the members of the police force 
upon the local rates. In most cases the 
Constabulary Medical Officer is also a 
dispensary officer ; and I think he ought 
to be bound to attend the police for the 
same fee as that which he receives in 
his other public capacity. At any rate, 
as the members of the Constabulary are 
well paid, they ought to be in a position 
to pay for their own medical attendance 
in the same way as the general public. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.): I wish briefly to enter 
my protest against this Vote. I think 
that the sum of £1,397,153 is altogether 
exorbitant for the maintenance of a police 
force in a small country like Ireland. 
I agree with the objection of the hon. 
Members for West Mayo (Mr. Deasy) 
and North Mayo (Mr. Crilly) and the 
hon. Member for North Westmeath 
(Mr. Tuite) in the representation they 
have made that those counties are 
afflicted with far too many police. But 
what applies to the cases of Mayo and 
Westmeath applies also to every county 
in Ireland; and of the 85 Irish Repre- 
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sentatives who sit on these Benches 
there is not one who could not rise in 
his place and make the same declara- 
tions with regard to the county with 
which he is connected. We do not. object 
to the employment of the police in the 
country in a moderate manner. No 
doubt, every country employs a police 
force—and an efficient police force is 
beneficial to all classes of the country. 
Therefore, I do not, by any means, wish 
it to be understood that, in protesting 
against this Vote, we are protesting 
against the existence of a police force, 
But what we are protesting against is the 
existence of an excessively exorbitant 
police force, particularly when it is 
not employed for the preservation of 
law and order, but in reality to curtail 
the privileges and power of the majority 
of the people in accordance with the 
will of a small class of people called 
landlords. There is no country on the 
whole face of the earth which is more 
free from crime than Ireland; and, that 
being so, I think it is extraordinary to 
find so large a police force equipped in 
a military manner. For be it remem- 
bered that our police are soldiers, and 
are not police atall. Year after year 
a large amount of money is expended 
in maintaining this force. The people 
of England and Scotland cannot realize 
to themselves what the Constabulary of 
Ireland is. It is not merely a Police 
Force, but an Army, drilled like Regular 
soldiers, equipped in every. respect like 
soldiers, and accustomed to patrol the 
country armed with bayonets and loaded 
rifles. Therefore, itis not a Police Force 
we are protesting against, but we are 
protesting against an Army that is kept 
in the country for the purpose of main- 
taining the privileges of the landlord 
class. I should like, if it were possible, 
to see a Return showing the different 
kinds of duties performed by the Irish 
Constabulary. Pshould like to ascertain 
how much work they have done in Ire- 
land that has been unconnected with the 
agrarian question. I should like to ses 
how much crime they have detected and 
checked which was not entirely caused 
by the Land Question. I am satisfied 
that if a Return could be placed on the 
Table of this House, showing the dif- 
ferent cases in which the Irish Con- 
stabulary have been employed, it would 
be found that out of every hundred in- 
stances in which police interference has 
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been invoked 99 have had a direct con- 
nection with the Land Question in Ire- 
land. Therefore, in protesting against 
this Vote, we protest not merely against 
the Constabulary itself, but also against 
the land system, which, in the opinion 
of the Government, renders such a force 
necessary in Ireland. Now, Sir, we do 
not at all adopt either the language or 
the action towards the Constabulary 
which the Orangemen in the North of Ire- 
land have adopted. In the chief Orange 
quarters of Belfast, at the recent riots, 
when the Constabulary were engaged 
in quelling the disturbances they were 
assaulted, shot down," and attacked in 
every conceivable way in the exercise of 
their duty. We have no wish to pursue 
the same course. We have nothing to 
say against the force collectively, al- 
though, no doubt, it is composed, like 
any other force, of bad men as well as 
good men. I know there have been 
numerous cases where members of the 
Constabulary, from their over-eagerness 
for promotion, or from some other cause, 
have acted in a barbarous manner to- 
wards the people. In many places 
where the police have come into contact 
with the people of Ireland they have 
used violence that was altogether un- 
called for; but, at the same time, I be- 
lieve that there are a great many men in 
the Royal Irish Constabulary who are 
fair-minded men, and in protesting 
against the system I protest collectively 
against the force, ond not individually 
against the members of it. I have spoken 
of a Return I should like to see laid on 
the Table of the House, showing what 
the Constabulary have done, and what 
this sum of more than £1,300,000 is 
paid for. I do not know whether it is 
practicable to lay such a Return upon 
the Table; but there is one thing which 
the Chief Secretary, when he rises to 
reply, maytell me. Under the letter F. 
I find a sum of £3,000 charged as 
extra for election disturbances, in addi- 
tion to a sum of £29,000 for transport. 
Now, I want the right hon. Gentleman 
to say how much of the £29,000 is spent 
every year in Ireland in conveying large 
forces of police to and from the scenes 
where unfortunate tenants are being cast 
out on the road-side, because they can- 
not pay the rents demanded from them. 
Although the Government have carefully 

ut downin the Estimatesasum of £3,000 

r election disturbances, I do not find 
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any item to show how much money it 
has cost the country in travelling ex- 
penses for the police in connection with 
evictions in Ireland. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman should give that infor- 
mation. It would go far to prove what 
I stated at the commencement of my re- 
marks, that the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary is nothing more nor less than an 
Army of Occupation in Ireland, and that 
its sole duty is to protect the landlords 
in their unjust proceedings against the 
people. I sincerely hope that the day 
is close at hand when it will be unne- 
cessary to apply to a Committee of this 
House, or of any House, to ask fora 
Vote so large as £1,300,000 for the main- 
tenance of an Army of soldiers in Ire- 
land for the purpose of protecting the 
landlords. Let us have an adequate force 
of police by all means. We shall not 
protest against that; but we are pre- 
pared to acquiesce in such a demand. 
But let us not be asked, under the name 
of police, to vote such a large sum of 
money for an Army for the protection of 
the Irish landlords. I protest altogether 
against the Constabulary Institution in 
Ireland. I believe that the police have 
very little genuine work to do. What 
they do is in the interests of the land- 
lords, and is detrimental to the good of 
the country; and for that reason I ob- 
ject to the Vote, and I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to say whether it is the 
intention of the Government, during the 
coming winter, unreservedly to place the 
police in the hands of the landlords? 
The hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh (Colonel Saunderson) stated 
some time ago, in one of his speeches, 
that he had as good a right to get his 
rent as the butcher has to get the money 
due to him for beef; but would the Go- 
vernment place at the disposal of the 
butcher, or of any other person, an 
armed body of men to enforce the pay- 
ment of the debt? What we ask is that 
the landlords shall not be given what is 
not given to any other debtor in the 
country—namely, an Army of men to 
prosecute his claim for an unjust debt ; 
and we shall be thankful to the right 
hon. Gentleman if he will state that 
it is the intention of Her Majesty’s 
Government not to allow the police 
to be placed at the disposal of the 
landlords during the coming winter. 
That is a most important point. The 
evictions which now take place in Ire- 
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land are strongly deprecated by us; 
and I do not suppose that there is any 
right hon. Gentleman on the Front Bench 
who is so lost to all the instincts of 
humanity as not, also, to feel regret at 
their frequency, and the mode in which 
they are carried out. What I wish them 
to understand is that the number of 
evictions in the coming winter will be 
largely regulated by the fact whether 
they give facilities for carrying out wan- 
ton evictions or not. If the landlords 
are made clearly to understand, before 
the winter comes on, that they will not 
be allowed to order the Constabulary 
and the soldiers about here, there, and 
everywhere—that they will not have the 
forces of the Crown unreservedly at their 
disposal, but that they will only be em- 
ployed in extreme cases—if the Govern- 
ment make that clearly understood by the 
landlords, the Government may depend 
upon it that much will be done towards 
checking evictions. But if, on the other 
hand, you give the landlords in Ireland 
the idea that whenever and wherever 
they want to carry out an eviction they 
have only to scribble a line to the County 
Inspector in order to secure the services 
of a small army of men to assist them 
in driving the people out of their homes 
these cruel evictions will continue. If 
you allow the landlords to retain the idea 
that the forces of the Crown will still be 
unreservedly at their disposal you will 
simply encourage evictions. I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman, in the name of 
common humanity, and on behalf of 
these extremely unfortunate people, for 
the peace not only of Ireland, but of 
this country also, to state in his reply 
that the landlords of Ireland must not 
expect to have complete power over the 
police for the purpose of carrying out 
evictions. I make this appeal to the 
right hon. Gentlemen most earnestly and 
most sincerely, because I know very weli 
what has occurred in Ireland in the past. 
I know the distress which has occurred 
through placing the police at the dis- 
posal of the landlord in cases where the 
evictions were notoriously unjust; and 
it is because I desire to see all these 
things avoided in the coming winter 
that I beseech the right hon. Gentleman 
to say something now which will have 
the effect of moderating the action of 
the landlords, and showing them that 
they can no longer use the soldiers of 
the British Crown and the citizens of 
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Ireland as instruments for working out 
their wicked will. 

Mr. COX (Clare, E.): Before the 
right hon. Gentleman replies there is 
just one question I wish to put to bim, 
and that is, whether he will take into 
consideration the propriety of fulfilling 
a promise given by his Fredecessor, that 
a certain police hut in the county of 
Clare should be removed? The hut in 
question was erected there fuur or five 
years ago, and there are four policemen 
there to protect four acres of land—one 
policeman for each acre. What business 
the police can have in the place at all I 
fail to understand ; and I can assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that the continu- 
ance of the police in that hut is not cal- 
culated to get rid of the feeling of irri- 
tation which exists among the tenants 
against their landlord, Mr. O’Brien, a 
brother of Mr. Serjeant O’Brien, a pro- 
minent gentleman in Irish polities. All 
I ask of the right hon. Gentleman is that 
he should fulfil the pledge and promise 
made by his Predecessor in the last Tory 
Government to my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Mid Tyrone (Mr. M. J. Kenny). 

Mr. P. O’BRIEN (Monaghan, N.): I 
would also press upon the right hon. 
Gentleman the advisability of with- 
drawing the extra police force now sta- 
tioned in the Northern Division of Tip- 
perary. As far back as 1874, when the 
right hon. Gentleman filled the same 
position he now occupies, evictions were 
carried out with great cruelty in that 
part of the county, and scenes of 
disorder were of frequent occurrence. 
Happily that state of things has long 
passed away, and an entirely different 
state of things now prevails. I may add 
that the Grand Jury have been pressed, 
although without avail, not once, but 
frequently, to bring under the notice of 
the Government the great abuse which 
prevails in North Tipperary by the re- 
tention of an extra police force which is 
entirely unnecessary. I trust that the 
right hon. Gentleman will take steps to 
get rid of the grievance. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I wish 
to say a word in favour of a gentleman 
whose case been recommended to 


the notice of the Government by hon. 
Members on both sides of the House— 
namely, District Inspector Tilly, who is 
now stationed in the county of Cavan. 
I have no personal acquaintance with 
him; but I know that, by some means 
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or other, he has made himself extremely 
popular with all classes. Ihave received 
representations from many of my con- 
stituents, and hon. Members opposite 
have also spoken in bis favour. I be- 
lieve that Mr. Tilly suffers from a slight 
impediment in his speech ; but I am told 
that if he were promoted to the office of 
County Inspector it would be of much 
less consequence than it is in the position 
which he now occupies. At present he 
has to drill the police and give the word 
of command to them; and, in addition, 
he has to appear in the Petty Sessions 
Court, and, in his official capacity, to 
address the magistrates. If he were 
promoted to the position of County In- 
spector he well * not be required to 
speak at all, but would carry on all his 
business in writing. Under those cir- 
cumstances, it could do no possible harm 
if the right hon. Gentleman would call 
the attention of Mr. Tilly’s superior 
officers to his merits—some of them 
having already given him a high cha- 
racter. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micsart Hicxs-Bracn) 
(Bristol, W.): The hon. Member for 
North Fermanagh (Mr. W. Redmond) 
seems to think that the Government, in 
dealing with evictions in Ireland, are in 
the habit of placing the Constabulary 
unreservedly under the control of the 
landlords, and that their only function 
in that country is to protect the property 
of the landlords. othing can be fur- 
ther from the truth. All that the pre- 
sent or any other Government have done 
in the matter of evictions has been, as 
I have already stated to the House, to 
afford adequate protection to the Sheriff's 
officers, when engaged in carrying the 
law into effect. It must be remembered 
that cases of eviction frequently have 
nothing whatever to do with the rela- 
tions between landlords and tenants, and 
may be due to debts, owing to a money- 
lender or tradesman, to whom reference 
has been made; but if, in any case, the 
Sheriff has difficulties imposed in his 
way, he is entitled to protection as an 
officer of the law engaged in the exe- 
cution of his duty, and the Constabulary 
Force is sent, not for the purpose of 
evicting the tenants, but of protecting 
the Sheriff in the discharge of the duty 
which the law imposes upon him. 
There is no foundation whatever for the 
supposition that the Government would 
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act in such a matter with unfairness to- 
wards any particular class. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon, Gentleman allow me to 
make it perfectly clear what it was that 
I meant? I sey that in the cases of 
eviction which take place in Ireland it 
is a notorious fact that the Constabulary 
have frequently been employed, not 
merely for the protection of Sheriffs’ 
officere, but that large forces of consta- 
bles, altogether beyond the necessities 
of the case, have been employed really 
for the purpose of intimidating and over- 
awing the people, and driving them to 
desperation and despair. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : 
If that has been done in any case, it 
must have been done by the Prede- 
cessors in Office of the Government. 
The only case which occurs to me re- 
cently where a large force of police was 
employed to protect the Sheriff's officers 
was that of Woodford. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I want 
an assurance from the right hon. Gen- 
tleman that the Constabulary will not 
be used for that purpose in the future. 

Sir MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
Then I can give the hon. Member no 
assurance that an efficient force of Con- 
stabulary will not be always sent to 
protect the Sheriff and his officers in the 
execution of their duties. Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite have referred to various 
matters connected with the Irish Con- 
stabulary, and I will endeavour to deal 
with them as well as I can, and I hope 
that I shall omit nothing. If I do, I 
trust that my attention will be called to 
the omission. The first matter that has 
been referred to by several hon. Mem- 
bers is the charge for extra police in 
certain counties in Ireland. No doubt, 
as time goes on, it is possible that the 
necessity for an extra police force may 
diminish in certain counties ; and in that 
ease such extra police force, although 
very much required when they were 
sent down, may be no longer required, 
and ought to be withdrawn. Any Go- 
vernment is bound to look into this sub- 
ject at frequent intervals, in order to 
see whether such extra police force is 
maintained in any county for a longer 
time than it is absolutely necessary to 
maintain them. The force of extra 
— in the county of Mayo which has 

mn referred to was sent there some 
years ago; I do not know the circum- 
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stances under which they were sent, but 
in that and in many other cases in 
which extra police have been employed 
my first duty, after I am freed from the 
necessity of attending in my place in 
this House, will be to examine into the 
circumstances of Mayo, Westmeath, 
Waterford, and North Tipperary, which 
have been referred to, with the object 
of withdrawing the extra police force 
from those districts where it is not 
necessary to maintain it. Iam pretty 
certain that each of those counties have 
benefited in this matter by the alteration 
which has been made in the amount of 
free force allocated to each county by 
the Act of 1885, and are now charged 
with fewer extra men than they were 
before. It does not follow that in no 
case is it possible to still further reduce 
the extra number of men charged ; but 
it is only fair to say that the force 
charged is less, in each case, than it was 
two or three years ago. At the same 
time I do not think it is an infallible test 
of the condition of a county and the pos- 
sibility of withdrawing the extra police 
that there is at present no large record 
of crime and outrage. In those cases 
where a large extra police force has 
been maintained, and in which it is 
alleged that but few outrages have 
taken place, it may fairly be assumed 
that the presence of such extra force 
has, in a large degree, tended to check 
outrages. ‘An hon. Member has re- 
ferred to the large increase in the 
ote for Pensions to the Constabulary. 
That, no doubt, is a very formidable 
question. The expenditure for pen- 
sions in 1882-3 was, I find, £239,000, 
and it has sprung up in the Estimate of 
the present year to £980,000. I am not 
aware that there has been any large in- 
crease in the number of men who have 
retired ; but the increase in the amount 
of expenditure is due to recent legisla- 
tion in favour of the Constabulary, and 
therefore I cannot hold out any hope to 
the Committee that this item of expen- 
diture will be reduced. The increase 
under the head of ‘‘ transport’? is due 
to extra travelling expenses occasioned 
by two Elections having been held 
during the last 12 months, and to the 
difficulty of procuring transport cars for 
the Constabulary, owing to the intimi- 
dation of the owners of such cars, and 


their consequent unwillingness to allow 
them to be used for Oonstabulary pur- 
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poses. The last 12 months may be 
specially regarded as a year of Elections, 
and I hope we may not soon have such 
a yearagain. No doubt, a large portion 
of the expenditure has been incurred in 
conveying the Constabulary to the North 
of Ireland, where Party feeling was stron 

and disturbances were apprehended. 
With regard to the increase in the Esti- 
mates due to the practice of affording 
special protection to individuals in cer- 
tain cases, that is, no doubt, a very ex- 
pensive matter. The number of men so 
employed is considerable, and I will un- 
dertake to make very careful inquiries 
into the matter with the view of guard- 
ing against abuse. As the hon. Member 
for West Cork (Mr. Gilhooly) has 
pointed out, there is temptation in such 
cases for those to whom special protec- 
tion is afforded to make a profit out of 
the circumstance. I will, however, have 
the matter carefully sifted, and will do 
my best to secure that those who re- 
ceive protection shall not be able to put 
anything in their pockets, but, on the 
contrary, shall be called upon to make a 
small contribution towards the cost. At 
the same time, however, the Government 
are bound to protect the lives of persons 
who are in danger. The hon. Member 
for East Clare (Mr. Cox) referred to the 
Constabulary huts. This point has not 
been specially brought under my notice ; 
but, no doubt, it is also a subject which 
it is incumbent upon the Government 
to review frequently, and I will under- 
take that the necessary inquiries shall 
be made. My hon. Friend the Member 
for Mid Armagh (Sir James Oorry) has 
asked me to give some promise—I do 
not know of what nature—with regard 
to the consequences likely to follow 
upon the evidence which may be given 
by members of the Constabulary be- 
fore the Belfast Commission. I should 
hope that the members of the Con- 
stabulary would give their evidence in 
this important inquiry completely and 
fully ; and although it is impossible for 
me to say that no person will suffer on 
account of that inquiry, yet I should not 
wish to see any person suffer on account 
of evidence given by himself before the 
Commission. Several hon. Members 
have referred to the case of District 
Inspector Tilly. It is pleasant to find 
that there is an Irish official who is 
approved of by hon. Members behind 
me, and not less warmly by hon. Mem- 
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bers o ite, and whom my hon. and 
lant Friend the Member for North 

h (Colonel Saunderson) and the 

hon. Member for West Cavan (Mr. 
Biggar) cordially unite to praise. The 
only allegation against Mr. Tilly, ap- 
ars to be that he suffers under some 
impediment of speech, but I should have 
thought that would rather enhance his 
capacity for filling some posts in Ire- 
land. Of course, there may be positions 
in which a Constabulary officer could 
not do his duty unless he was able to 
speak rapidly and intelligently; but I 
am told that, with the exception of this 
unfortunate impediment of speech, Mr. 
Tilly is an excellent officer. I do not 
think that a physical defect which does 
not prevent au officer from remaining in 
the force should interfere with his 
merited promotion. I have no desire 
to prejudice the case. I find that the 
decision against the promotion of Dis- 
trict Inspector Tilly was taken by the 
Government of Lord Carnarvon, and 
that it was ratified by their Successors. 
Therefore I can only say that I will 
carefully keep in mind all that has been 
said in regard to the good qualities of 
District Inspector Tilly; and I will be 
glad indeed if I can, consistently with 
the public interest, secure his promotion. 
With regard to the question raised by 
the hon. Member for West Mayo (Mr. 
Deasy), as to the recent appointment of 
a Constabulary Medical Officer in the 
district of Castlebar and the passing 
over of the Dispensary Officer, it appears 
to me that the reason given by the In- 
spector General of Constabulary which 
I have stated in answer to questions 
ut in this House, is quite satisfactory, 
here is no rule requiring the Dispen- 
sary Surgeon to be appointed, and the 
Executive, in the exercise of their dis- 
cretion, appointed the person whom 
they considered to be most eligible. 
The whole matter must be one of 
choice, and that choice must be exer- 
cised in reference to the medical quali- 
fications of the practitioner. No facts 
have ever been brought under my 
notice to justify the assertion of the hon. 
Member that Catholics are debarred 
from obtaining these appointments. I 
believe that there are in Leland quite 
as many Catholies appointed to the post 
of Medical Officer to the Constabulary 
as Protestants. [Mr. Deasy: I said 
‘* Nationalists,” not ‘Catholics.’”’| I 
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach 
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was rather thinking of my previous ex- 
perience in Ireland; and in those days 
the present Nationalist Party did not 
exist. I can only repeat that the desire 
of the Ins r General is to obtain the 
services of the best medical practitioner. 
I have been asked by the hon. Member 
for East Waterford (Mr. P. J. Power) 
whether it is proposed to make any 
change in the working of the Explosives 
Act, so as to place the local inspection in 
the hands of the Constabulary. For my 
own part, it would give me much pleasure 
to see the duty of inspection entrusted 
to the Constabulary. The late Govern- 
ment sent out a Circular on the subject 
to the Local Authorities—the magis- 
trates who make the appointments. I 
have made inquiry as to the result of 
that Circular. I should be glad to 
further the appointment of the Con- 
stabulary by every means in my power ; 
but in Ireland, as in England, I have 
no power to interfere with the discretion 
of the Local Authorities, who are per- 
fectly free to appoint whom they choose. 
I hope, after the practical discussion 
which we have had, the Committee may 
now be disposed to agree to the Vote. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.): The 
right hon. Gentleman says that the duty 
of the police at evictions has been con- 
fined to affording protection to the 
Sheriff’s officers in the execution of their 
duty. I think the right hon. Gentleman 
is very much deceived, and that, instead 
of confining themselves to that duty, 
there have been many instances in which 
they have taken upon themselves the 
duties of the Sheriff’s officers, and have 
broken in doors and evicted the tenants. 
I have heard of one case where tho 
police violently ran down a poor woman, 
and the result of the treatment she 
received was that she was confined for 
some time to her bed. It is not the fact 
that they confine themselves simply to 
the protection of Sheriff’s officers in the 
performance of their duties ; and I want 
the right hon. Gentleman to give a pro- 
mise that their future employment at 
evictions shall be really confined to the 
protection of the Sheriff's officers, and 
that they shall not become Sheriff’s 
officers themselves, ; 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEAOH : 
My answer to that question is to ask 
what happened at Woodford? In that 
case the houses were regularly garri- 
soned; the doors and windows were 
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built up, holes were made in the roof, 
and persons were stationed at them to 
pour boiling water upon the heads of 
the bailiffs, who were assaulted in every 
way, and seriously injured. The Con- 
stabulary only did their duty in defend- 
ing them; and it must be borne in mind 
that the persons by whom the bailiffs 
were assaulted were not only the occupy- 
ing tenants, but persons who had been 
brought in to garrison the houses, and 
do their best to hinder the officers in the 
execution of their duty. 

Mr. SHEEHY: How about the 
woman who was injured, and confined 
to her bed ? 

Sik MICHAEL HICKS-BEAOH: I 
never heard of that case before. 

Mr. SHEEHY: Attention has been 
called to it on more than one occasion. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that the 
amount of the Estimate is large this 
year in consequence of the employment 
of the police at elections, and I presume 
that it will be large also in the next Es- 
timate from the same cause; because I 
am afraid that unless something is doneto 
preventthem evictions will continue tobe 
carried out on the same costly scale as 
hitherto to the British taxpayer. At the 
Galway eviction referred to there were 
something like 1,000 men collected for 
a week ; and in the end six poor farmers 
were evicted at a cost to the Crown of 
something like £6,000. If, during the 
winter, evictions throughout Ireland are 
to be carried out on the same costly 
seale, costing £1,000 for every poor 
person evicted, I think the British tax- 
payer will have an ugly bill furnished 
to him by the innocent Tory Government 
now in power—a Government elected 
mainly for the purpose of saving the 
pockets of the taxpayer. Economy was 
made one of the points of the Election, 
and this is a method by which it is pro- 

osed that a saving shall be effected. 

here is another point to which I wish 
to draw the particular attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman; and that is the 
manner in which the bailiffs, evicting 
agents, and evicting landlords contrive 
to draw a profit out of the police protec- 
tion afforded. I am ayel? nbaudioted 
with a gentleman who hasa large estab- 
lishment of cars, not merely for his own 
use and for the conveyance of his bailiffs 
when engaged in the business of evic- 
tion, but for the conveyance of the police; 


and I believe that instructions have been | 
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given to the Inspector of Constabulary 
to employ the cars of this agent on every 
possible occasion, and especially, of 
course, when the work in hand is evic- 
tion. The result is that this gentleman 
will try to carry on the campaign as 
actively as he ean, and he will drive the 
police over the country as much as pos- 
sible, in order that he may do a roaring 
trade. Having called the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to the case, it 
is only right that I should give the 
name. The gentleman who has a re- 
gular establishment for this purpose is 
Mr. Hargreave, of Thurles. 

Mr. BIGGAR: I should like to say 
one word in regard to the appeal which 
has been made by my hon. Friend the 
Member for North Mayo (Mr. Crilly) in 
reference to the employment of the police 
in the execution of decrees for the re- 
covery of debt by tradesmen. No doubt 
he is perfectly right in theory, that the 
two cases are the same; but in practice 
they are entirely different. What occurs 
in the case of the recovery of a small 
debt is this—the Sheriff sends one or 
two of his bailiffs to levy the decree, and 
in a considerable number of cases the 
bailiffs act in collusion with the debtor, 
and receive a small bribe from him, to 
induce them to declare that there are no 
goods upon which the decree can be 
levied. That is a very common state of 
things; and even if the creditor suc- 
ceeds ultimately in recovering his money 
it is handed over to the Sub-Sheriff, and 
the unfortunate creditor has as much 
trouble to get it from the Sub-Sheriff as 
he has from the ordinary debtor. That 
is the original mode by which debts are 
collected in Ireland; but if the landlord 
desires to evict a tenant the case is very 
different, and for this reason—the Sub- 
Sheriff is an employé of the High Sheriff, 
and as the latter is one of the landlord 
party he gives the assistance of the 

lice to the landlord to carry out an 
Realesee the landlord may have in hand. 
So far as the recovery of small debts in 
Ireland is concerned, I can assure the 
House that I have had very painful ex- 
perience of not being able to get the 
amount of a debt after I had obtained a 
decree against adebtor. The collusion 
which exists between the debtor and the 
Sub-Sheriff renders it practically impos- 
sibleto recover the money at all. Unless 
the creditor is a person in the favour of 
the Sub-Sheriff his task is a hopeless one. 
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The landlords, however, are in a very 
different position ; they are hand and 
glove with the High Sheriff, who takes 
good care that they are backed up by the 
Constabulary in enforcing evictions. 
Mr. DEASY: The expectation of the 
right hon. Gentleman that the debate 
upon this Vote will be a short one will 
certainly be realized so far as hon. Gen- 
tlemen who sit on these Benches are 
concerned. We have no desire whatever 
to prolong it. I have only risen now to 
call attention to an error which he has 
made as to the number of men employed 
in carrying out evictions. Since the 
commencement of the Sitting in this Par- 
liament there were, in several instances, 
more than 100 men employed in evicting 
tenants in the county of Mayo and other 
counties, and the only people who have 
not received protection are those unfor- 
tunate persons who have suffered at the 
hands of the police. In a case which 
occurred recently at Castlebar, in the 
county of Mayo, more than 100 police- 
men were employed to carry out evic- 
tions, and they made a savage attack 
upon defenceless people, and the Medical 
Officers of the district had to attend both 
women and children who had suffered 
from ill-usage at the hands of the police. 
In order that something may be done to 
power similar occurrences in tho future, 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Government to put a stop to 
evictions, or, at any rate, take steps to 
prevent brutal assaults being made by 
the police upon women and children. 
I entirely dissent from the opinion the 
right hon. Gentleman has expressed in 
regard to the non-appointment of Dr. 
Jordan as Medical Officer to the Con- 
stabulary at the Castlebar Police Bar- 
racks. I do not propose to enter into a 
controversy with the right hon. Gentle- 
man upon the matter, because he cannot 
be expected to be acquainted with it now; 
but unless it is set right between this 
and next Session I shall gertainly avail 
myself of every opportunity of bringing 
this and kindred subjects under the 
notice of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of the grievance as 
a Catholic one, and when I informed 
him that it was a Nationalist grievance, 
and not a Catholic one, he replied that 
Nationalists were unknown when he 
last filled the Office of Chief Secretary. 
No doubt; but I can assure the right 


{COMMONS} 





siderable advances in Ireland since he 
occupied the position of Chief Secretary 
some years ago. Religious differences 
are not so strongly marked as they were 
formerly, and so far as I am personally 
concerned I have never regarded a man’s 
religion as a bar to his preferment. 
No matter what may have been the case 
in the past, the people of Ireland nowa- 
days never take into account what a 
man’s religion is. The only thing we 
inquire is, whether a man is a Nationalist 
or not; and I maintain that Dr. Jordan 
was not appointed to the position of 
Medical Officer of the Constabulary at 
Castlebar simply because his politics 
were not looked upon with favour by the 
Police Authorities at Dublin Castle. 
There is one other matter upon which I 
do not expect to get an answer, because 
I know that it has not been under the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
before. I will, however, furnish him 
with full particulars of the case, so that 
he may consider it between this and the 
re-assembling of Parliament. I am 
afraid he has had no personal know- 
ledge of it until this moment. I refer 
to the appointments of Medical Officers 
to the Constabulary in the city of Cork. 
Some years ago the position of Con- 
stabulary Medical Officer in that city 
became vacant owing to a death, and 
Dr. O'Callaghan got the appointment ; 
but Inspector Barry, who was in charge 
of the division, recommended the ap- 
pointment of a second medical gentle- 
man, and the division of the city into 
two This recommerdation was 
adopted, and Dr. Curtis was appointed. 
The two medical men agreed that the 
salaries and emoluments should be 
equally divided between them, and this 
arrangement was actually carried out for 
a month. Inspector Barry then suggested 
that Dr. O’Callaghan, who lived in the 
southern part of the city, should take 
charge of the north district, while Dr. 
Curtis, who lived in the north, should 
take charge of the south. Anything 
more absurd I cannot conceive. The 
more reasonable course would have been 
to have allowed Dr. O’Callaghan to take 
charge of the district in which he re- 
sided, and Dr. Curtis to have charge of 
the other; but the Inspector his 
own reasons for the suggestion, seein 

that the emoluments of Dr. Curtis woul 

be about £240 a-year, while those of 


hon. Gentleman that we have madecon- | Dr. O’Callaghan would not amount to 


Mr. Biggar 
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more than £85 or £90. In addition to 
that fact, the extra police who went to the 
Cork Assizes for the purpose of giving 
evidence, &c., were stationed in the south 
district, and the fees and emoluments 
Dr. Curtis would receive from attending 
them would raise his salary to £300 
a-year, whereas Dr. O’Callaghan would 
not get a single shilling for the quarter- 
ing of any extra constables in his dis- 
trict. I wish to ask the right hon. Gen- 
tleman whether, if he is furnished with 
full particulars, he will take them into 
consideration, so that Dr. O’Callaghan 
shall not be placed in an inferior posi- 
tion to Dr. Curtis? Imay add that Dr. 
O’Callaghan has been for 40 years in 
practice, and is recognized as a most 
able and efficient Medical Officer. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): Ina 
former debate I alluded to some local 
matters in connection with the employ- 
ment of the police, and I propose now to 
allude to some further local questions in 
connection with the same subject. I hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman will not, 
as he did on a former occasion, censure 
my conduct in alluding to local matters, 
because I can assure him that, although 
they may be of very little importance to 
him, they are of the highest interest to 
my constituents. The condition of the 
poor in Ballinasloe is a matter of vital 
importance to my constituents, because 
it is by the poorer class of the con- 
stituency that I have been sent here. 
The right hon. Gentleman may not be 
aware, in reference to the police force 
in Ballinasloe and the neighbourhood, 
that if you take a circle of six miles 
round the town you will find no less 
than 11 police barracks included within 
that circle. In one direction—towards 
Shannonbridge—ineluding the Ballina- 
sloe and Shannonbridge Barracks, there 
are four police barracks. What I wish to 
call the particular attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to is the fact that, in 
addition, there has now been a temporary 
police barracks erected for the protec- 
tion of Mr. St. George, a law agent, 
who was intimately connected with 
the Woodford evictions. I am pleased 
to hear that the right hon. Gentleman 
proposes to place a portion of the ex- 
pense incurred in giving on pro- 
tection upon the persons who ask for 
such protection. is Mr. St. George 


receives a large amount of business as a 
law agent mainly on account of the 
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severity with which he is in the habit 
of treating the tenants; and if he de- 
mands police protection it is most de- 
sirable that he should devote a portion 
of his ill-gotten gains to the payment of 
it. His residence is situated little more 
than half-a-mile from the Ballinasloe 
Police Barracks. Ballinasloe Barracks 
are the head-quarters of the County 
Inspector ; there is a considerable force 
of police stationed there; and it does 
seem absurd that, with another police 
barracks on the other side of him, Mr. 
St. George should require the protection 
of a temporary barracks. The result of 
the arrangement, however, is that Mr. 
St. George gets all the advantage of a 
police force of his own. It is a strange 
thing that any landlord can have a police 
barracks erected near to his own house; 
and I would suggest to the right hon. 
Gentleman that, above all things, it is 
necessary in Ireland that the men ap- 
pointed to control the Constabulary 
should be men entirely free from land- 
lord influence and prejudice. The land- 
lord, no doubt, is a strong man; he may 
be the Lord Lieutenant of the county, 
and where that is the case the police 
are altogether in his hands; and if a 
man receives the enmity of these gentle- 
men, as I do, because I have denounced 
the action of most of them in the county 
of Galway, he is soon made to feel it. 
Of course, I expected their hostility, 
and I have not been disappointed in my 
expectations. I have not, however, acted 
from any vindictive motive, but simply 
by a desire to promote the public in- 
terests. But what did these men do? 
They gave ‘‘the tip”’ to the sergeant of 
police or Sub-Inspector, and the conse- 
quence is that whenever I show myself I 
have two men on my track. [4 Jaugh.} 
Hon. Members may laugh; but I can 
assure them that I have had two police- 
men constantly following me for two 
years. It is a notorious fact that in 
Ireland the road to promotion for the 
police is not by doing their duty pro- 
rly, as men ought to do; it is simply 

y acting strongly, energetically, and 
very often criminally, against the people. 
I have known policemen who were re- 
primanded by the Judges themselves, 
and yet, notwithstanding that, they 
were promoted ; and it may be said that 
a policeman is sure of promotion in Ire- 
land if he acts against the law. This is 
not a proper system for the police them- 
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selves, and I am only surprised that the 
men are as good as they are. The police 
are exposed to temptations which might 
be supposed to have a demoralizing 
effect upon them; they are well clothed, 
well-found, and with money in their 
pockets ; but I am bound to say I do 
not think these things have had that 
effect upon them. They are a well-con- 
ducted body of men; and if they were 
taken away from the evil influences by 
which they are now surrounded, they 
might become better and more efficient 
than they now are. With regard to the 
increase of the police, I would also bring 
this matter under the notice of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and I have pleasure in 
appealing to him on this subject, because 
he is always ready to give his best at- 
tention to representations put forward 
by hon. Members on these Benches. I 
wish to point out that the decrease of 
crime in Ireland is more apparent than 
real. Before the Land League was es- 
tablished in 1878 agrarian crime had 
begun to manifest itself in the county 
of Cork, and it went on to such an ex- 
tent that there was a tax of 10s. in the 
pound put upon the people for extra 
olice. I went to the first meeting ever 
eld in connection with the Land 
League, and there was a police hut 
upon the road then. I say that it isa 
mistake to suppose that agrarian crime 
arises from political causes. I believe 
that investigation would show that it 
arises entirely on agrarian grounds. At 
the time I speak of the Land League 
was not in existence, and yet the people 
of Cork had to pay 10s. in the pound as 
a tax for the extra police. After that 
agrarian crime travelled over the county; 
it permeated the agricuitural classes; the 
police were increased in such quantity 
until there were 150 policemen in the 
town, and agrarian crime reached a 
higher point then than it has ever 
reached since. These are very im- 
portant matters for consideration when 
you are trying to preserve peace and 
harmony in Ireland; and I say that at 
the head of the police throughout Ire- 
land there should t be an impartial, fair- 
minded, and good man, having no favour 
or bias towards one person or another. 
The subject is one on which very much 
might be said; but as there is a disin- 
clination on these Benches to protract 
the discussion I shall not now trouble 
the Committee with any more remarks. 


Mr. Harris 








Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Limerick, W.): 
We all know that during the coming 
winter the Irish Representatives, when 
they return to their country and econ- 
stituencies, will have before them a very 
serious task. While Gentlemen who sit 
on other Benches in this House will be 
able to return to their various employ- 
ments, we shall have to go to Ireland, 
to stand by our people, and advise them 
as much as possible to keep within legal 
bounds, and endeavour to meet what we 
believe to be the pressure of the comin 
winter in a proper manner. That being 
so, great care should be had by the 
Police Authorities not to interfere with 
our people, who, within the limits of the 
Irish National League, should be allowed 
to take counsel together and form their 

lans for the future. I have received a 
etter from the Secretary of a local 
branch of the National League, to say 
that at one of their meetings in the 
neighbourhood there were three police- 
men armed with rifles, and that police- 
men were engaged in taking down the 
names of the members who attended the 
meeting. Now, I can inform the Com- 
mittee that if that course is to be pur- 
sued, and if tho people get it into their 
heads that they are to be prevented by 
the police from meeting in a legal way, 
there is reason to suppose that they will 
enter into those illegal organizations 
which we, the Irish Representatives, 
have no power to prevent. I trust, now 
that I have called attention to this 
matter, that the Police Authorities will 
instruct their Inspectors thronghout Ire- 
land that the people are not. to be in- 
timidated or prevented from meeting for 
the purpose of taking counsel under the 
National League with the view of meet- 
ing the difficulties which are coming 
upon them during the winter. In the 
years 1881 and 1882 there were private 
Circulars issued to the Constabulary, in- 
structing them how they were to deal 
with the matter of the detection of crime. 
I trust there will be no attempt made to 
introduce again into the Irish Constabu- 
lary a system of police espionage, a 
system which would be disgraceful to 
any despotism in Europe. Perhaps I 
may call the attention of the Committee 
to the nature of some of the Circulars 
which have been issued during the 
White Terror of 1881 and 1882. In that 
— Circulars were issued to the Irish 

stabulary to this effect—that every 
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effort should be made by constables in 
charge of stations to get some person, 
on consideration of a substantial reward, 
to give private information of outrages 
about to be committed; that if such 
constable should succeed in making ar- 
rests the reward would be paid by the 
constable, and no mention made of the 
fact, and that the reward would be pro- 
portionate to the seriousness of the 
offence. It went on tosay that the most 
likely persons to give such information 
were those in the confidence of the 
rioters; the Sub-Inspectors were to com- 
municate with the police foree in the 
district, with the view to carrying out 
this order ; persons were to be told that 
they would not be required to prosecute, 
and that no mention would be made of 
names, and the reward for the discovery 
of felony would be from £20 to £100. 
I do not know whether this Circular is 
authentic ; but it appeared in The Free- 
man’s Journal at the time I refer to, and 
was not contradicted. However, we 
trust that during the coming winter 
there will be no such attempts made to 
procure testimony by unworthy means. 
We all recognize that it is necessary for 
the police to be present at evictions for 
the purpose of protecting the bailiffs. It 
is clearly the duty of the authorities, 
if they believe that protection is re- 
quired, to take care that police are pre- 
sent on these occasions; but we do insist 
that the police should not be demoral- 
ized, but used for the purposes for which 
they were ever intended—namely, for the 
preservation of law and order. I can- 
not refrain from expressing my sense of 
the courteousness and fairness which has 
characterized the answers of the right 
hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland; and I believe that if he will 
get himself free from the permanent offi- 
cials who control these matters in Ire- 
land, and look at the question in an 
impartial way, there will be no reason 
to complain of the way the Constabulary 
are used in the coming winter. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON: I wish to 
add my testimony to the fair and sym- 
pathetic manner in which the right hon. 
Baronet has dealt with this subject. If 
the Government will inquire into the 
existing abuses connected with the extra 
police system I believe that much good 
will result. I confess that in Kerry 


there is need of extra police at the pre- 
sent time, and I heartily regret it; 
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nevertheless, I hope that the causes of 
the present state of things will be re- 
moved. I must also point out that, 
much as this extra police force is re- 
quired in Kerry, there is considerable 
abuse in the way in which these men 
are distributed. There is the notable 
instance of a lady in Kerry who has 
nine policemen in her house. The re- 
presentative of Zhe Morning Post, who 
went down to the neighbourhood the 
other day, described the superior get-up 
and smartness of these men, to whom 
he properly applied the term ‘ Her- 
culean.” It appears that this lady is 
continually making use of the policemen 
in various ways. I do not know whe- 
ther she uses them in the capacity of 
shoeblacks ; but they are used in various 
ways about the establishment. They 
have bicycles, and are most adept 
cyclists; and it is only a few days ago 
that this lady took it into her head to 
go boating, when she was accompanied 
by two of these policemen, with the re- 
sult that when they were a short dis- 
tance from the shore the boat was upset 
and the lady went into the water. Now, 
is it not perfectly absurd that the police 
should be used in this manner—that 
they should conduct this lady about the 
streets carrying band-boxes? It is ab- 
solutely ridiculous to say that this lady 
requires eight or nine policemen for 
her protection at, perhaps, the cost of 
£1,000. Then, again, on one portion of 
her property, a stretch of meadow and 
swamp, she has actually five police huts, 
and these have been there ever since 
1879, at an enormous cost to the country. 
Why do you not say to this lady—If 
you require these police you can have 
them ; but, of course, you must pay for 
them? Then, on another part of her 
property there are six policemen simi- 
larly occupied, making on all her pro- 
perty in the county a total of 50 police- 
men. I do not at all object to there 
being protection of human life ; that is 
absolutely necessary, and I admit that 
it is too true that many persons in Ire- 
land require police protection; but I say 
that the Government ought to move on 
the lines indicated by those who say that, 
as far as possible, the police should be 
reduced within economical limits. There 
are 300 extra police in the county of 
Kerry at the present time, besides the 
normal force. We eontend that the 
police should not be used except for the 
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i of ion. I men- 
tioned a case the other day where two 
heifers were missed from a certain farm 
in charge of the — who really act 
as caretakers in Ireland. It was re- 
ported as an outrage. These heifers 
were missed, it is true; but where were 
they found? They were found in the 
custody of the police and the bailiffe— 
and the police were protecting this 
stolen property. These are matters 
which I say should be inquired into, 
for it is preposterous that the police 
should be used for such pur as I 
have described. I shall not dwell upon 
this subject longer. I feel that in dealing 
with it, and in trying to prove that there 
is no need of such an abnormal force in 
the county, I am handicapped by the 
state of a particular portion of the 
county ; but there is an immense num- 
ber of police in the county, most of 
whom are simply engaged in taking care 
of farms, and for whom we have had to 
pay for the last six or seven years. 

Mr. J. NOLAN (Louth, N.): I wish 
to allude to a case which occurred in my 
county, of the forcible entrance of a 
chapel by the police in the neighbour- 
hood. I fully recognize the fact that 
matters like this are hardly such as 
should be brought before the Committee ; 
but that points to the fact that the 
sooner the Irish people get the control 
of their own affairs the better it will be 
for Ireland and for the dignity of this 
Imperial Assembly. I want to show, 
however, that the action of the police in 
my county might possibly have led to a 
very serious riot. The peasantry there 
are not very excitable; but when their 
feelings are outraged they are not 
easily quieted. If anything would ex- 
cite them, it would be the violation of 
their places of worship. I feel with my 
hon. Friends around me that this debate 
has gone on long enough, otherwise I 
should like to direct further attention to 
the Constabulary Force in Ireland, and 
to show how absurd it is to suppose that 
the people of Ireland could ever be 
satisfied with such a system as the 
age Iam bound to say that I be- 
ieve that the people in this country 
would not submit to such a system for 
six months; and certainly, if the people 
of Ireland had the control of their own 
affairs, one of the first things they would 
do would be to effect a sweeping reform 
in the Constabulary Force. [ Laughter. } 


Mr. E. Harrington 





Hon. Gentlemen a ap gp 4 at this. 
In this country, when a murder is com- 
mitted, the Local Authorities communi- 
eate with the Home Secretary, and some 
experienced officers are sent down to in- 
vestigate the case and endeavour to 
collect evidence. But what takes place 
in Ireland? A whole body of police are 
sent down to the locality. I remember 
that in my native place a gentleman was 
murdered; the authorities at Dublin 
Castle were communicated with, and they 
sent down a large force of police to 
patrol the district. No one can say 
anything against these police as men. 
They are fine specimens of humanity, 
strong, broad-shouldered, deep-chested, 
sinewy fellows; but let the Committee 
imagine the absurdity of these men 
sneaking up and down the country roads 
at night during a period of six months. 
While the authorities were doing their 
very best to hang innocent men who had 
a very narrow escape the police were 
patrolling the district. I hope the time 
may come when it may not be necessary 
to introduce matters of this kind into 
the House of Commons. 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass IV.—Epvcation, Screncz, anp 
ArT. 


(2.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £3,607, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of ment during the year ending 
on the 3lstday of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the National Galiiry.”” 


Sin GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.): I am afraid I shall be 
liable to the imputation of want of taste 
if I move the reduction of this Vote 
for the National Gallery. The reason 
why I do not like to pass the Vote 
without a protest is that when we were 
proposing to pay an enormous sum for 
the Blenheim pictures we had not seen 
them. An hon. Member of this House 
made, I think, what was a very sensible 
suggestion, when he requested that the 
articles should be placed in the Tea 
Room. Now, I believe that if we had 
had those pictures before as we should 
never have bought them; but having to 
pay for them I do not think we should 
pass the Vote without some sort of 
protest. It is universally agreed that 
the country has given considerably too 











much for those pictures; but it is not 
only on that ground that I wish to raise 
the question. If I believed that in the 
market these pictures were worth the 
money we gave for them, which I do 
not think they were, I should still think 
it was a wicked and wasteful thing to 
buy them, especially at a time when we 
have not too much money to spare. 
Such a thing might have been done on 
the other side of the Atlantic, where 
they have more money than they kuow 
what todo with. But the fact remains 
that the people of America were not such 
fools as to buy the pictures. In my opi- 
nion, the price paid was enormous. I 
went to see the picture which cost 
£70,000; and, so far from its being to 
the taste of the British public, it is 
not, in my judgment, worth 70,000 
pence. I have watched the demeanour 
of the British public in regard to that 
picture. It was not put on the wall like 
the other pictures, but was enthroned in 
the centre of a great room. The atten- 
tion of the British public was invited to 
it; they were given to understand that 
it was a picture of enormous value. I 
watched their demeanour for a long 
time ; I found that it did not fetch them 
at all; that they did not care a fig for 
it; nor, as a matter of fact, is there 
anything about it to lead the unin- 
structed mind to take pleasure in it. 
I do not think there is any more 
especial value in this picture than there 
is in a piece of old china or an old book. 
Indeed, in such hard times as the pre- 
sent, it seems to me absolutely wicked 
to pay such a price as £70,000 for a 
picture, especia'ly when, as I say, the 
ows scarcely appreciate it at all. I 

lieve it was the most expensive pic- 
ture ever bought, and that two or three 
times its real value was paid for it. 
But this picture, although I think that 
too much was given for it, and although 
I am convinced that it does not give 
any pleasure tu the British public, 
is, after all, an innocuous, an inoffensive 
picture. I regard it with a negative 
sort of objection; but what are we to 
say of the other picture—the Vandyck 
—which was purchased at a cost of 
£15,000? It is an atrocious produc- 
tion—a repulsive picture. It princi- 
pally consists of a horse—and such a 
horse! I ask hon. Members who are 
acquainted with the picture whether 
they ever saw such a horse in ail their 
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lives, whether they really believe there 
ever was such a horse in existence? If 
any Member of the Committee had such 
a horse it would be at once sent to the 
knacker. In short, the opinion must 
be universal that this horse was as 
badly a painted horse as it was possible 
to have, and as unlike a real, decent 
horse as one could conceive. The horse 
is the greatest of the picture; but 
on that horse there is a man, and that 
man is Charles I. Well, I do not think 
anyone wants to perpetuate his memory. 
Connoisseurs say that these pictures are 
very valuable, and that the people can 
be educated up to appreciating them. 
God forbid that we should educate the 
people up to such a pitch that they can- 
not appreciate pictures unless they have 
cost tens of thousands of pounds! I 
have no special knowledge of Art my- 
self, except as one of the public; but we 
all like pictures, and we like to buy 
them when they are cheap; but we do 
not want to give enormous sums for pic- 
tures which can only give pleasure to a 
limited clique, to connoisseurs, and so 
forth, particularly when they are pic- 
tures of, horses out of drawing and badly 
painted. I beg to move the reduction 
of the Vote which stands in my name. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3,307, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year endi 
on the 3lst of March 1887, for the Salaries 
Expenses of the National Gallery.”’—({Sir George 
Campbell.) 


Tae CHANCELLOR or raz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotra CnurcHrt1) 
(Paddington, 8.): I am of opinion— 
and I think most of the Committee will 
agree with me—that neither the present 
occasion nor the present tribunal are 
suited for an Art criticism, and that this 
Committee is not suited to pronounce at 
all adequately on the merits or market 
value of the Old Masters. I would add 
to that opinion this—that of all the mis- 
leading teachers or preachers which this 
tribunal could possibly follow, it is 
obvious that the hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site (Sir George Campbell) would be the 
greatest, because he has admitted in his 
observations and by his argument that 
he is absolutely without knowledge of 
the subject with which he deals. How- 
ever, what I have to say on the subject 
under discussion is this—that just as we 
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certain issues which 

— wcieed’by the Irish Members last 
night and the night before, attacking 
the conduct of the present Government 
for that for which we cannot be respon- 
sible, so a great deal more do we protest 
against the conduct of hon. Members in 
raising, as it were, this question of the 
urchase of pictures against the present 
vernment. He talks about a waste 
of public money having taken place. 
Why did he not say that in the last 
Parliament? [Sir Gzorcz OCampBect : 
I did say it.] But I am perfectly con- 
vinced that the hon. Member never ven- 
tured, in the presence of the late Prime 
Minister, to accuse him of ‘‘ wicked and 
sinful waste of public money.” I would 
the return of the late Prime Minister from 
Bavaria could have been accelerated, so 
that he could have listened to these ac- 
cusations against him—to this charge 
which is brought against him, for the 
first time in his public career, of having 
been guilty of a wicked and sinful waste 
of public money. That is the accusation 
which the hon. Member is really bring- 
ing against the late Government, and I 
have no doubt he would be extremely 
glad if by his remarks he could throw 
odium on the present Government ina 
matter for which they cannot have the 
smallest possible responsibility. I would 
invite the hon. a on a future oc- 
casion, when he accuses persons whom 
he may think guilty of malversation of 
the public funds, to do so at the time 
when he thinks them guilty of it, and 
when they can be held responsible, and 
not to bring charges of this kind against 
persous who are absent. To impute bya 
side-wind charges against persons whom 
the hon. Member must know cannot be 
held in any way responsible is a proceed- 
ing utterly unworthy of the Committee. 
Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: The 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer cannot have looked at the terms of 
my Motion, and I am sorry now I did 
not read them. My object was not to 
censure any Government, but to move a 
reduction of the Vote. I am not a 
Party man. I am not accustomed to 
regard questions in this House from a 
Party point of view, or to regulate my 
remarks by considerations of who is in 
power. I did denounce this Vote when 
it first appeared as a waste of public 
money. It was challenged, and I voted 
against it. But we had not then seen 
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the pictures. It is only since we have 
seen them that I have thought it neces- 
sary a second time to protest against 
what I still consider to be a wicked and 
sinful waste of public money. 

Me. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr): I 
am sorry to have to disagree with my 
hon. Friend (Sir George Oampbell) on 
the nt occasion ; but I do most cer- 
tainly disagree with him. I will not go 
into the whole question of the merits of 
the pictures which have been purchased 
for this large sum of money ; but I think 
that the Government are bound to make 
the collection of Art treasures worthy of 
the country. Whether these pictures 
are worth £85,000, or £10,000, or a less 
sum, I do not know, nor do I think 
there are three men in the Committee 
who are able to decide what they are 
worth ; and what my hon. Friend says, 
that the public should be called upon to 
decide what pictures are worth before 
they are purchased, should be looked 
upon as childish. In the first place, the 
public do not see the pictures before 
they are purchased; and, in the next 
place, they would not be in a position to 
offer advice on the question of value. I 
agree with the Government in what 
they did, and I hope they will continue 
to raise up the standard of the Art Col- 
lections in the country. I was unable 
to touch on the question of the British 
Museum last night; but I would appeal 
to the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who supported me on a 
former occasion when I dealt with that 
Institution, and will make ar appeal to 
him in regard to it, indirectly on the 
question of the National Gallery, to the 
effect that greater facilities shall be 
given to the working classes to visit the 
British Museum and the National Gallery 
in the evening. On the former occasion 
I refer to a Liberal Government was in 
power, and a promise was made that an 
estimate should be obtained for the 
lighting of these Institutions, more es- 
pecially the British Museum, by the 
electric light, the lighting being one of 
the difficulties of the question of opening 
in the evenings. The promise was made 
that if it were possible to be done it 
should be done, and that these Institu- 
tions should be opened to the working 
classes at night. As I say, I think, 
if Iam not mistaken, when I formerly 
moved in the matter, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer gave me his support. 
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But.if that were so or not, I-aek those 


who are a for this Vote: to 
make some effert to open these Institu- 
tions at night in order to enable the 
masses of the working population—who 
are the taxpayers, and out of whose 
pockets a large part of the money neces- 
sary to support them comes—to Visit 
them. I ask that these people may have 
the same chance and opportunity of 
visiting these Institutions that we have. 
I believe that the opening of these In- 
stitutions at night would confer a very 
great moral advantage upon the work- 
ing elasses of the country. Wherever 
such places have been opened at night 
large numbers of people have attended 
them ; and, if not all, certainly a large 
proportion of the people who have thus 
availed themselves of the facilities given 
to them would, if it had not been for 
this night opening, have spent their 
time in much less respectable occupa- 
tions. I do not wish to press the matter 
further than to ask the noble Lord if he 
will do what lies in him to bring about 
the opening of these Institutions at 
night for the benefit of the working 
classes ? 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): I do 
not object to the amount given for the 
pictures which have been referred to. I 
think it is desirable that if we are to 
have a National Gallery at all we should 
have one that will compare favourably 
with the Galleries of other countries. 
But I must say that I think that so long 
as the money for these National Collee- 
tions comes out of the public revenues 
the pictures we have bought ought to be 
divided so as to give a fair share to Ire- 
land, Scotland, and Wales. I think the 
word ‘‘ National” is as applicable to 
Ireland as it is to England, and I cer- 
tainly think that some of the pictures 
should be given to the National Gallery 
of that country. With reference to what 
has just fallen from my hon. Friend (Mr. 
Molloy), I do not think that the opening 
of the Museums or Galleries in the 
evenings would be of much benefit to 
the working classes. I think, however, 
that it would be a very great benefit 
indeed to them if these Institutions were 
open on Sundays. Sunday is the only 
day of freedom they have, and I think it 
is a very hard thing that such places as 
the National Gallery, the Zoological 
Gardens, and the British Museum, 


should be closed to the working man on 
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tunity of visiting them. As to the pic- 
ture the hon. Member (Sir George 
Campbell) has referred to as having 
cost £70,000, I must say that if the 
working man stands before it and looks 
upon the figures attentively, parti- 
cularly upon that of St. John the Bap- 
tist, he will go away with the impression 
that he ‘has seen something that he is 
likely to remember for the rest of his life. 

Sin HERBERT MAXWELL (A Lorp 
of the Treasury) (Wigton) : I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman who so eloquently 
advocated the opening of Public Gal- 
leries at night that the subjeet has en- 
gaged the earnest and, I may say, the 
sympathetic attention not only of the 
present Government, but of the late Go- 
vernment, and the first consideration 
which has deterred the authorities from 
moving in the matter has been the enor- 
mous expense. I may tell the hon. 
Member that tenders for lighting the 
Natural History Museum at South Ken- 
sington with electric light amounted, 
in addition to the prime cost of 
£15,000, to £1,000 for one night per 
annum—that is to say, if the Museum 
were open for three nights in the 
week the cost would be £3,000 per 
annum, and if it were open for six 
nights the cost would be £6,000. So 
far the Government have not felt justi- 
fied in incurring that enormous ex- 
pense. The same argument applies in 
a less degree to the opening of Public 
Galleries on Sundays. [Mr. Motor 
dissented.} The hon. Member shakes 
his head; but, of course, there will be 
an expense involved in opening the 
various Public Galleries on Sundays. But 
there are other — which excite 
a great amount of interest in the public 
mind, inseparable from the question of 
the Sunday opening of Museums. Not 
only have the public to be considered, 
but the interests of attendants and 
public officials must, of course, be 
borne in mind before a determination 
is formed to effect the change. Although 
Resolutions in favour of the opening of 
Museums on Sundays have, I think, on 
more than one occasion been carried in 
the House of Lords, hon. Members will 
recollect that the last occasion on which 
a decision was taken in this House a 
Motion in favour of Sunday opening 
was rejected by a considerable majority. 
There, therefore, the matter must rest 
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until another decision is arrived out by 
this House. 

Mr. MOLLOY: The hon. Baronet 
has stated that it would cost £6,000 per 
annum to enable one of these Institu- 
tions to be opened to the working 
classes six ni ge per week. I hope he 
does not wish it to go forth that the 
working classes, who pay for these In- 
stitutions, are to be refused facilities for 
visiting them, because such a small 
sum of money as £6,000 per annum 
will be required to be spent. 

Sm ROPER LETHBRIDGE (Ken- 
sington, N.): As a Metropolitan Mem- 
ber I rise to support the appeal of the 
hon. Member opposite for the opening 
of these Institutions during week even- 
ings. I do not go into the question of 
Sunday opening, for that is a much 
more debateable question; but I do 
appeal to the Government and the Com- 
mittee to consider whether they do 
not think that an annual expenditure 
of £3,000 would be admirably laid out 
on the instruction and entertainment 
which would be afforded to the working 
classes by opening the National Museums 
and Galleries on at least three evenings 
in each week. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): As most of the Radicals 
and economists who would have sup- 
ported me are absent, I will ask leave 
to withdraw my Amendment. But be- 
fore I do so, I wish to say that I very 
much support the view of the hon. 
Member who says that if we keep up 
this Gallery at all, we ought to have it 
lighted up at night, when people can go 
to see the pictures it contains. There 
are very few people who visit the 
National Gallery during the day ; there- 
fore, if we wish to render these places 
more popular, we should adopt the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. HOWELL (Bethnal Green, 
N.E.): I wish to say a word in support 
of the suggestion which has been made 
that these Institutions should be lighted 
up at night. I do not ask the Govern- 
ment to give an answer to night; but I 
would ask them to consider during the 
Recess whether by some means or other 
they cannot save this sum of £3,000 or 
£6,000, said to be required for the pur- 
pose, out of the Navy or Military Esti- 
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mates for the sake of these 
public Institutions, which are y 
costing the nation a great deal of 
money? We know very well how very 
popular the Exhibitions which are being 
held have become. We wish to de- 
velop this popularity, and we desire to 
see these Institutions, which are of a 
National character, compete success- 
fully with the drinking saloons and 
music halls of the Metropolis. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): The 
hon. Baronet opposite has not answered 
my question as to giving Ireland and 
Scotland a share of these valuable pic- 
tures, which are bought at the expense 
of the public. 

Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (A Lorp 
of the Treasury) (Wigton): I believe 
the Institutions in Dublin and Edin- 
burgh are conducted under the same 
Regulations as those in London, with 
this exception—that I believe that some 
of the Galleries in Dublin are open on 
Sundays. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork O©o., Mid): 
Will the hon. Gentleman give us any 
encouragement to hope that these In- 
stitutions will be open on Sunday? 
The public take a great interest in the 
question ; and, certainly, if these Institu- 
tions are to be supported by public 
funds, the public, as a body, ought to 
be admitted to them upon the day when 
they are most at liberty, and are not 
engaged upon their ordinary employ- 
ments. I think it would be most desir- 
able indeed to open these places on the 
day on which the working classes have 
most freedom. I sincerely hope that 
hon. Gentlemen will pay attention to 
the fact that the public are longing to 
be able to make use of these Institu- 
tions. 

Mr. ISAACS (Newington, Wal- 
worth): I think the observations of the 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
should not be allowed to go without re- 
mark or comment. I would remind the 
Committee that it is the expressed 
opinion of Trades Unions and Societies 
representing the great mass of the work- 
ing class of this country that the Sun- 
day opening of Museums should not be 
permitted. This opinion has been pro- 
nounced over and over again. I very 
much sympathize with hon. Gentlemen 
who have endeavoured to get a pledge 
from the Government that the subject 
of the opening of these Institutions on 
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week evenings will be considered. When 
we find that the cost will only be some 
£3,000 or £4,000 a-year, I trust that 
there will be perfect readiness on the 
part of the country to vote such a small 
sum for the education of the people. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


(3.) £1,161, to complete the sum for 
the National Portrait Gallery. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): Once bit twice shy. I 
hope we shall have some information 
about the picture which it is proposed 
to purchase from the Blenheim Gallery. 
No doubt the picture is a much cheaper 
one than the others to which I have re- 
ferred; but if we are to havea National 
Portrait Gallery, it seems to me that we 
should place in it portraits of distin- 
guished celebrities. But who is this 
John Duke of Bedford, whose portrait 
it is intended to purchase? If the pic- 
ture is one which it is really desir- 
able to have, I shall offer no objection; 
but, at the same time, I should like to 
have some information with regard to it. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THe COLONIES (Mr. E. Srannore) 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) : The picture 
ip question is one of the finest pictures 
which could be obtained for the Na- 
tional Portrait Gallery. It is by Gains- 
borough, 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL: May I 
ask who John Duke of Bedford was? 

Mr. E. STANHOPE: I cannot 
undertake to teach the hon. Member 
the history of England. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: I take 
such little interest in this John Duke of 
Bedford, whom I do not know, that I 
shall not even divide the Committee 
against him. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman tell me whe- 
ther this picture was really bought on 
account of the intrinsic merit of the pic- 
ture and the value that is attached to it, 
or whether it was in order to relieve the 
impecuniosity of a certain noble Member 
of the other House of Parliament? 

Mr. E. STANHOPE: The picture 
was bought at an auction, because the 
Trustees of the Gallery believed that it 
would ba of inestimable value in the 
National Collection. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): Who 
John Duke of Bedford was I do not 
know; but I certainly do know that 
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Gainsborough was a ane artist, and 
that a pad his should find a place in 
a National Collection. 

Siz GEORGE CAMPBELL: By way 
of protest I would merely say that the 
answer given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man would lead us to believe that what 
has been done is an abuse of the Na- 
tional Portrait Gallery. The object of 
that Gallery, as I understand it, is to 
perpetuate the memory of great men ; 
but it appears that the picture in ques- 
tion is the portrait of a man of whom 
we have heard nothing that is good, and 
of whom the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite is plainly unable to tell us 
any good. John Duke of Bedford was 
not a great man; and, therefore, I do 
not see what we want with his portrait 
in the National Portrait Gallery. 


Vote agreed to. 


(4.) £184,263, to complete the sum 
for Public Education, Scotland. 

Mrz. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): I am very sorry to take up the 
time of the Committee when they are 
anxious to get through with the Votes ; 
but I think I can say that no one can 
justly accuse the Scotch Members of 
obstructing the Business of the House. 
Education is one of the most important 
questions in Scotland. It was not found 
necessary to debate at length matters 
connected with public education in Eng- 
land, because you have a Royal Com- 
mission sitting to inquire into the sub- 
ject. So far, however, as Scotland is 
concerned there is no Commission sitting, 
aud the only way in which we can ven- 
tilate the grievances of Scotland in the 
matter of education is by initiating dis- 
cussions upon Votes referring to educa- 
tion. There is another reason why I 
bring the matter of education forward 
on the present occasion, and it is this— 
that as there isa change of Government, 
and as there is a new official at the head 
of the Education Department, it is very 
important that we should put matters 
thoroughly before him, Now, in Scot- 
land there exists a very great amount of 
dissatisfaction on the part of parents 
and teachers, and also on the part of 
school boards and ratepayers. This 
dissatisfaction has not yet assumed the 
position of a formulated grievance owing 
to two causes; first, that the subject is 
of so technical a character—it is sur- 
rounded with Codes, Standards, Time 
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Tables, and Inspectors; and, secondly, 
because the Education ment have 
given such illustrations of the working 
of the Education Act in Scotland as to 
keep down any appearance that the work 
is not being satisfactorily conducted. 
The object of the Education Act of 1872 
was the sending of children to school 
who would not otherwise be at school. 
So far as the old Scotch education system 
was concerned, there was no difference 
of opinion in this House with regard 
to the value and superiority of Scotch 
education under the old system; the 
main object of the reform was rather 
to compel children to go to school who 
would not otherwise be at school, and to 
make local provision for the supply of 
school accommodation wherever school 
accommodation did not exist. The prin- 
cipal object of the Act, therefore, was 
the compulsory attendance of children 
at arse | Now, so far as regards the 
working of the Scotch Education Act, it 
is just the Compulsory Clauses which 
have been least attended to. We have 
got statistics regarding the working of 
the Scotch Education Act so far as re- 
gards the intelligence departments ; but 
so far as regards the compulsory depart- 
ment we have no very clear or definite 
information. The duty imposed on every 
school board in Scotland was to see that 
every child was attending school, there- 
fore it became the duty of the school 
board to ascertain what schools existed 
in their parish, and what children were 
attending schools. Now, we search in 
vain through the Scotch Education Re- 
ports to find what number of schools 
exist in Scotland, and what number of 
children attend these schools. I mean 
not State-aided schools alone, but all 
the schools taken together. The statis- 
tics furnished refer only to State-aided 
schools. Now, I will show the Commit- 
tee what fallacious impressions are pro- 
duced by the limited statistics which the 
Scotch Education Department have pub- 
lished. They tell us, for instance, going 
back to 1872, that there was an average 
attendance in the public schools of Scot- 
land of 213,549; and then they tell us 
that there are now, 1885, in attendance 
in the same schools 455,665. The im- 
pression thus conveyed to the minds of 
the public is, that the number of chil- 
dren receiving education in Scotland has 
doubled since 1872. That statement is 
utterly misleading, because it so happens 
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that the statistics which are given here 
relate simply to State-aided schools, 
and the fact is not made patent to the 
public that the State-aided schools in 
1872 only gave accommodation and in- 
struction to one-half of the whole of the 
children of Scotland. While there was 
an average attendance in the State-aided 
schools of Scotland in 1872 of only about 
213,549 children, we find by the Second 
Annual Report of the Board of Educa- 
tion of Scotland that in 1872 there 
were 461,086 children on the rolls 
of the schools in 753 parishes and 
burghs —a part only of Scotland. 
It is, therefore, important to observe 
that the impression conveyed by the 
Scotch Education Department’s Report, 
that the number of children receiving 
instruction in Scotland has more than 
doubled since 1872, is utterly erroneous. 
Then we search in vain the Education 
Reports to ascertain what the actual in- 
crease has been; but, very fortunately, 
we are not without some other means of 
information on this point. We refer to 
the Census Returns of Scotland; and it 
so happens that the Census Returns of 
Scotland give us what the Census Re- 
turns of England do not, the number of 
children receiving education in Scotland 
at the time the Census was taken. We 
therefore find that in 1871 the number 
of children in Scotland between five and 
15 years of age receiving instruction was 
541,995, or 69°77 of the population be- 
tween these ages; and when we come 
to 1881, we find the number to be 
675,314, or 78°98 of the population, an 
increase of 9°21 per cent, so that while 
the public are under the belief that 
the effect of the operation of the Educa- 
tion Act in Scotland has been to more 
than double the number of children re- 
ceiving education in Scotland, in point 
of fact the amount of the increase does 
not represent more than 9°21 per cent. 
But then this 9°21 per cent is not 
due to the working of the Compul- 
sory Clauses of the ‘Education Act, and 
for this reason. Prior to the Education 
Act of 1872 the average school curri- 
culum in Scotland would be about five 
re The parent in Scotland considered 

is children received a fair amount of 
education if they attended school for 
about five years. Under the Education 
Act a system has been introduced 


whereby you prevent clever children 
from 


getting on, and you endeavour to 
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keep the a" to a rate of pro- 

ess, requiring them all to together 
at the end of the year. Fon ‘decay 
have lengthened your curriculum to six 
years, and by lengthening your curri- 
culum you naturally produce a larger 
amount of school attendance than for- 
merly. So we have no evidence what- 
ever, from perusing the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department’s Reports, that the Com- 
pulsory Clauses of the Act have been 
enforced, as we are told they have. 
The object, therefore, which I have in 
view, in the first place, is to point out to 
the Scotch Education Department, and 
to the Head of that Department, that 
the statistics given us are no criterion 
whatever of the progress of education in 
Scotland ; that, in point of fact, we have 
no evidence of the working of the Com- 
pulsory Olauses in Scotland; and that 
we ought to have some more clear and 
decisive evidence that these clauses are 
being worked out. We ought to have 
Inspectors to see that school boards are 
carrying out the Compulsory Clauses, 
and not to leave the matter entirely at 
the mercy of school boards, because we 
find, from the Reports of the Inspectors, 
complaints over and over again of school 
boards in all parts of Scotland neglect- 
ing this duty. Well, we have com- 
plaints of neglect of duty; but we have 
nobody to supervise the school boards 
to see whether they carry out the com- 
pulsory provisions of the Act; and I 
maintain that, as the compulsory powers 
were the main objects of the Education 
Act, we ought to see that they are 
really carried out, and that, no matter 
what expense may be incurred, weought 
to appoint proper Inspectors to investi- 
gate the matter in the case of each 
school board, to test the working of 
every school board, and the result should 
be formulated and tabulated for all Scot- 
land every year along with the other 
educational statistics. Now, as far as 
regards the City of Glasgow, I dare say 
that many English Members will say 
that Glasgow has been quoted as an 
example of how education is being car- 
ried on in Scotland. It so happens 
that Glasgow has received visits from 
the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. Mun- 
della), who was Vice President of the 
Council in the last Liberal Administra- 
tion but one, and that that right hon. 
Gentleman gave a very glowing de- 
scription of the great educati work 
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which was going on in Glasgow. Now, 
the fact is that the statistics upon which 
the right hon. Gentleman’s glowing 
statement was founded were utterly 
fallacious. So far as the City 
of Glasgow, you will be astonished to 
find that there are 91,000 children be- 
tween the ages of five and 13 in Glas- 
gow, and there are only 51,000 children 
in daily attendance at school ; leaving 
40,000 daily absent. No one who had 
listened to or read the glowing de- 
scription of the work of education which 
was going on in Glasgow, given by the 
right hon. Gentleman the former Vice 
President of the Council (Mr. Mundella), 
would imagine that such a statement as 
mine was possible. Now, it is but right 
that I should point out the fallacies upon 
which the late Vice President’s statistics 
are founded. In the first place, the Glas- 
gow School Board make up statistics for 
the year. Now, we all know how sta- 
tistics for the year should be made upin 
a school board. We take the average 
attendance for the year; I suppose no 
one would ever think of statistics being 
made up on any other principle than 
that. But no; the Glasgow School 
Board do not make up statistics on these 
lines. They take the month of October, 
when the school attendance is highest— 
the best month in the year. They take 
a certain day in that month, the 7th day 
of October; they have their officers 
bringing out every child to school on 
that day. Every child who is able to 
come to school at all, although he may 
be absent every other day in the year, 
has certainly to be present on that day, 
and the statistics of that day are quoted 
as the statistics for the year. The 
late Vice President of the Council (Mr. 
Mundella) took these statistics, and used 
them as if they wére the real statistics 
for the year. What is the result? The 
result is that the statistics are 11-2 per 
cent higher than they ought to be— 
than they should be if they related to 
the year. Then there is another fallacy 
in the statistics, and it is this—that 
outside Glasgow there are many children 
in reformatories; but the Glasgow School 
Board include the attendance of these 
children in schools outside the boun- 
daries of Glasgow as if they were at- 
tending schools in the City of Glasgow. 


In this way 1,746 children are added to 
the numbers supposed to be attending 
the schools in the City of Glasgow. 
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Then we have to take into consideration 
this third point—the number attending 
school includes those under five years of 
age and those above 13 years. There 
ought to be deducted 2 Pet cent for 
children under five years of age, and 8°1 
per cent for children above 13 years of 
age. And there is a fourth deduction 
which has to be made, and that is of the 
excess of children coming in from the 
surrounding districts to school in Glas- 
gow over Glasgow children attending 
schools outside the municipal boundary 
an excess of upwards of 2,000 children. 
The result is that when you make 
these deductions you find, as I have 
stated, that out of 91,000 children 
between five and 13 years of age in 
the City of Glasgow 40,000 are 
daily absent from school. Now, let us 
see what proportion that bears as re- 
gards the whole of Scotland. That is 
56 per cent only of the children between 
five and 13 years of age who attend 
school in Glasgow, as against 66 per 
cent in all Scotland; and yet you find 
the Glasgow School Board held up as a 
model, as having, as the right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Mundella) speaking 
in Glasgow said, the best attendance 
in all Scotland—namely, 85 per cent. 
Then another point complained of is 
that members of the Scotch Education 
Department should come down and give 
erroneous impressions regarding the 
work of education in Scotland even in 
other matters. For instance, we are 
told about the superiority of the Glas- 
gow School Board education. It would 
not be a matter to be surprised at if the 
education given by the Glasgow School 
Board were better than that supplied by 
the whole of Scotland, because if the 
Glasgow School Board neglect their 
compulsory powers, and allow the lower 
class of children to run about wild, and 
if they have so high a percentage as we 
are told they have—namely, 85 per 
cent—that shows that their schools are 
attended by the better class children, or 
by the children whose parents take an 
interest in their education. We cer- 
tainly would not find that the edu- 
cational results of the Glasgow School 
Board are superior to those in the whole 
of Scotland if all classes of children 
were included in theirschools. We find 
that in Glasgow there are 20,000 chil- 
dren of the lower class who are not in 
the school board schools at all, but are 
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in the free and charitable schools, in the 
Roman Catholic schools, and in the re- 
formatories and industrial schools. We 
likewise find that the Glasgow board 
schools are the best-equipped schools in 
Scotland. They have the highest-paid 
teachers, and they have a teacher for 
every Standard. Now, in the whole of 
Scotland we find that one-third of the 
schools have an average attendance of 
under 60 children, and, therefore, only 
require to have one teacher. There is, 
therefore, no comparison to be drawn 
between the schools with only one 
teacher and the schools with one teacher 
to every Standard. Even granting all 
these advantages to Glasgow, Glasgow 
is behind all Scotland. Now, that is 
most remarkable. If wetake Standards 
IV., V., VI. and Ex. VI., it is found that 
in every one the percentage of children 
presented is less in Glasgow than it is 
in all Scotland. Standard IV. in Glas- 
gow has a percentage of 17:2, against 18 
for all Scotland ; Standard V. for Glas- 
gow 12-5, all Scotland 14; Standard VI. 
for Glasgow 5-0, all Scotland 6-1; and Ex. 
VI. for Glasgow 1°6, all Scotland 2-4; a 
total of 36-3 for Glasgow, and 40:5 for 
Scotland. So that whilst Glasgow was 
held up as a model for all Scotland, and 
as a model for England, in point of fact 
it was inferior to Scotland ; and what we 
complain of is that members of the 
Scotch Education Department, who know 
nothing about the matter, should come 
down to Glasgow, walk through the 
schools for a day, and then say they have 
seen the great educational work going on 
in Glasgow, as if anyone could see it 
simply by walking through “he schools. 
Again, it so happens that the grant for 
standard work in Glasgow is actually less 
than for all Scotland. Glasgow has the 
advantage of Scotland in the matter 
of specific subjects, and it is there where 
the difference arises whereby Glasgow 
actually, in the grand result, gets to the 
top. But what are these specific sub- 
jects? In the Glasgow schools, where 
there is a teacher for every Standard, 
you have plenty of opportunity for 
parapet subjects. But it is only in the 
elementary specific subjects that Glas- 
gow takes up her money. Dr. Wilson, 
one of the tabpesters of the Southern 
Division of Scotland, in the Report for 
1884, says— 
“The first of mathematics, or of ph 

sical gly animal physiology, tor, is 
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boy of not more than average al 


It is simple specific subjects like these in 
which Gincaate gets a large grant. 
Gasgow’s attendance is one-tenth of all 
Scotland, and we should expect Glasgow 
to have one-tenth of the presentation of 
Scotland in the higher specific subjects. 
But we find, in the third stages of Latin, 
Glasgow stands as 35 to Scotland 738 ; 
Greek, Glasgow 4 to 33 for Scotland ; 
mathematics, Glasgow 5 to 152 for Scot- 
land. Iam quitewell aware thatsomeone 
will challenge my statistics, and say— 
‘« But you do not include the High School 
of Glasgow, which is under the School 
Board.’’ My explanation is this—that one- 
half of the children attending the High 
School of Glasgow do not belong to Glas- 
gow atall. My next reason is that the 
High School of Glasgow is a secondary 
school, not in receipt of Government 
grant, and compares with the secondary 
schools of Scotland, being attended by a 
class of children who do not attend 
the public State-aided schools at all. 
Now, there is no doubt whatever that 
there is a very great amount of edu- 
cational work going on in Glasgow. 
The ratepayers are perfectly weil 
aware of this, if only on account of 
the enormous rates which they have to 
pay. But what is that educational 
work? It has not been undertaken 
with a view of bringing out the chil- 
dren for whose benefit the Education 
Act was passed. One great object of 
the Board has been to supplant pri- 
vate schools, with the view of giving 
school board education to those children 
who belong to the middle and upper 
classes of Glasgow. For instance, we 
find that since 1873 there has been a 
reduction of no less than 5,000 children 
in the number which were attending the 
higher-class schools in Glasgow paying 
over 9d, per week, and that at the 
present time there are only 1,255 chil- 
dren in attendance at private schools 
paying over 9d. per week. It would be 
interesting to ascertain how it is that 
the Glasgow School Board have managed 
to attract the middle and upper classes. 
They have done it upon the principle 
of grading their schools socially. If 
you take a certain locality you will find 
three different classes of schools within 
a stone’s throw of each other. You have 
one school where the children pay a 
small fee, another school where a higher 
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fee is paid, and a third school where a 
still higher fee is paid, all for the same 
standard of education. The result is 
that the upper classes are able to send 
their children to a comparatively select 
school which receives the benefit of the 
local and Imperial grants. Now, this is 
eutirely contrary to the spirit of the 
Education Act. According to that Act, 
a parent who, on the score of poverty, 
has the school fees paid for him by 
the Parochial Board, is placed on an 
equal footing with the parent of plenty 
of means, and can select any State-aided 
school he pleases. His poverty is no 
bar to his choice of school—the inten- 
tion of the Act of Parliament being that 
there should be no social distinctions in- 
troduced into the schools, and that the 
poor man’s child should have equal 
education, and side by side, with 
the rich man’s child. And, indeed, 
under the old parochial system of Scot- 
land the son of the landed proprietor or 
of the Peer attending the same parish 
school received education on the same 
form as the peasant’s son. Now, the 
pa, School Board are introducing 
social distinctions in their schools, with 
the view of encouraging the middle and 
upper classes to reap the advantage of 
the school board education; and they 
are doing that by saddling the ratepayers, 
both local and Imperial, with a great deal 
of the cost. Then there is another thing 
which tendsto entice children ofthe upper 
and middle classesinto the Glasgow board 
schools, There are £700,000 left as 
charitable endowments for the benefit of 
the poor in the City of Glasgow. These 
endowments have been taken possession 
of under the Education Act, and a great 
pect of them have been allocated to 

oard schools without any restriction 
whatever as to the ability of the parents 
to provide education for their children. 
Part of the endowments, I admit, is 
devoted to the assistance of those who 
are in circumstances requiring aid; but 
the greater part of the endowments is 
not so allocated, and the result is that 
monies left entirely for the benefit of the 
poor are dispensed for the benefit of 
those members of the wealthy classes 
who are attracted to the board schools, 
and who compete with the poor children 
(who are not in a position to receive 
assistance in their home lessons), thus 
succeeding in carrying off the bursaries 
and other prizes. These educational en- 
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dowments have been put into the board 
schools on the footing that board schools 
are representative of a certain class of 
people—the working class ; but in Glas- 
gow they have got the upper classes 
into the schools, and these classes are 
reaping the benefits intended for the 
poorer children. Now, look at the posi- 
tion of the working man in Glasgow, and 
compare him with the man of the middle 
or upper classes. Before the Education 
Act came into operation the fee for 
working men’s children in all Scotland 


was, I think, about 10s. per head on | 


the average attendance ; but the average 
fee in the Glasgow board schools just 
now is 16s. 5d. The working man, 
therefore, notwithstanding the enormous 
sums paid by the ratepayers and by the 
Government, has to pay 16s. 5d. instead 


of 10s. for the education of a child. | 


Then there is the cost of books, as well 
as his share of the education tax to be 
borne by the working man, who has to 
keep his child at school till he has 
passed Standard V. We find in the 
ease of the middle class that nearly 
three-fourths of the education is paid 
out of the local rates and Government 
grant, and that they get their share of 
educational endowments, bursaries, &c. ; 
whilst, as we have seen, the working 
man in Glasgow has now to pay 16s. 5d. 
in school fees, where in 1873 he paid 
only 10s. It is the middle and upper 
classes, and not the working classes, 
who thus truly reap thepecuniary benefit 
of assisted education in the board 
schools. Now, I ask, how long do 
you expect that such a state of affairs 


will go on in Glasgow if once the people | 


wake up to the true state of the matter ? 
I would also point out that the work- 
ing of the Education Act by the De- 


partment has been entirely at variance | 
with the Act of Parliament. The in- | 


tention of the Act of 1872 was that 
school board education should be supple- 
mentary, and entirely supplementary, 
to the then existing system. So far as 
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point which the late Vice President of 
| the Council stood upon was that the 
Preamble of the Act said that education 
was to be provided for all classes of the 
people of Scotland. There is no ques- 
tion whatever that the meaning of the 
Act is that the school board is to see 
that everychild, rich or poor, is educated. 
The Preamble simply says you are to 
see that every child is educated ; but the 
Department interpreted that as meaning 
that school board education was to be 
provided for every child. That, as I have 
said, was not the meaning of the Act; it 
simply meant that every child was to be 
educated, and the Act itself afterwards 
deseribed how. It provided that all the 
schools, public and private, were to be 
taken into consideration, and that you 
are to find out whether there is any de- 
ficiency of accommodation, and, if so, 
that the school board shall supply that 
deficiency. It was absolutely necessary 
that if children were to go to school 
there should be a room in which to re- 
ceive them, and this must be provided 
by the ratepayers. As I have shown, 
the real meaning of the Act was that 
the school board should supply the de- 
ficiency; but before any action could 
take place the Act provided that the 
consent of the Department must be ob- 
tained. I find that the school accom- 
modation in Scotland amounts to 683,360 
places. Well, the average attendance is 
only 471,175, showing that there is a 
surplus accommodation of over 212,185 
places. Now, perhaps the Scotch Edu- 
cation Department may tell us that there 
is an increase going on in the popula- 
tion, and that it is necessary to keep up 
_withit. But I wish to point out thatthe 
accommodation is increasing in greater 
ratio than the attendance, and the sur- 
plus is increasing year by year; and I 
may say that in the counties of Inver- 
ness and Sutherland, and in the High- 
land parishes generally, the aceommoda- 
tion is double what the actual attend- 
/ance is. You are saddling the rate- 





| 
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the Scotch Act is concerned there is no | payers there with heavy taxation, and 
question about that. As regards the | then you have to come to Parliament for 
powers of the Department in the matter extra grants. What is the reading which 
of school accommodation, there might the Scotch Education Department take 
be a question in the English Act ; but so | of their duty as regards school accom- 
far as regards the Scotch Act it states modation? They take the number of 
distinctly that no school board, either the children between five and 13 years 
now or at a future time, shall erect of age, and provide accommodation for 
a school without the consent of the De- these. Oan there be anything more ab- 
partment. I may mention that one ' surd ? In Scotland if once a child passes 
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Standard V. it is entirely free of the 
school board, and all that. the board 
can insist on is accommodation for the 
time during which the child may reason- 
ably be in school, and for the time the 
school board could equip him and send 
him out of school. You will find the 
same sort of fallacy here as you have 
fallen into before—namely, that having 
compulsory powers with regard to chil- 
dren between theagesof five and 13 years, 
you assume that every child between 
those ages must be in school. One of the 
fallacies of the Scotch Education De- 
partment is that they imagine that the 
number of children on the roll is evi- 
dence of great educational work, whereas 
that may be evidence of neglect of work 
—of the school board keeping children 
longer at school than they ought to do. 
What has been the result as regard 
the different schools in Scotland? We 
find that whilst in 1872 half the schools 
were State-aided, in 1885 we find that 
five-sevenths of the whole number of 
schools in Scotland are under school 
board management, and one-seventh 
under other management, as State-aided 
schools. There is only one-seventh of the 
whole population of Scotland who belong 
to the upper class who do not send their 
children to these schools ; so that, prac- 
tically, six-sevenths of the whole educa- 
tion of Scotland is under the thumb of 
the Education Department. Well, Sir, 
what is the result of all this? You 
simply deprive Scotland of one of the 
most important advantages—that is to 
say, theadvantage of privatecompetition. 
We are told that in Glasgow only 7 per 
cent of those on the roll are under six 
years of age, while the percentage of 
children in Scotland under six years of 
age is 9; and when you come to Eng- 
land you will find that the proportion is 
larger. It is said in Glasgow that Scotch 
parents have a prejudice against sending 
their children early to school ; but that is 
no answer—for this reason, because we 
find in 1874 that, under the old Code, 
15°64 per cent of the children on the roll 
were under six years of age. And then 
there are the Roman Catholic schools in 
Glasgow; they have probably the worst 
part of the population to deal with, and 
yet we find that the Roman Catholic 
schools in Glasgow have 14*7 per cent 
on the roll anit six years of ago, or 
at there is on 


double the —— 
the books of the Glasgow School Board. 
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The answer will be—‘‘Oh, but then the 
Roman Catholics take an interest in the 
children, and in the working up of their 
schools.” Exactly so; but then that is 
the best evidence we can have that pri- 
vate schools ought to be encouraged, be- 
cause they introduce some additional 
and special interest in the children on 
the part of the school management. 
Again, it will be said, perhaps, that, 
having established publicschools in Scot- 
land, we shall be burdening the rates by 
allowing: the establishment of private 
schools. Now, that is a very great 
fallacy. It has been found, where pri- 
vate schools have been started and the 
work of the board schools rendered less, 
that the managers have been able propor- 
tionately to reduce the staff in the board 
schools, so that, with reduced numbers, 
they have been conducted at less expense 
than before the private schools were 
established. As a matter of fact, the 
private schools are the cause of a saving 
of the rates, and this is noticeable par- 
ticularly in the case of Lancashire, 
where the average school attendance is 
10,000 above the attendance in all Scot- 
land; and where, in Lancashire, owing 
to the greater prevalence of private 
schools, the amount paid by the rating 
authorities is only £127,366, as against 
£443,684 for all Scotland. Take the 
ease of Glasgow, where there are 
14,000 children in the Roman Oa- 
tholic schools, the existence of these 
schools saves £10,000 per annum to 
the ratepayers of Glasgow ; because 
if you shut up the Roman Catholic 
schools you would have to saddle the 
rates with the amount. Now, let us 
look at the educational results, having 
spoken about the expense of the system. 
I would not attempt a comparisun be- 
tween the present system and the old 
system of Scotland, or say which is best ; 
but I think I am entitled to say that I 
will point out the defect of your school 
board system, without reference to the 
question of the balance between the two 
systems. I want to point out defects 
which you ought to be able to remedy. 
Now, the school board system is basod 
on a fallacious principle. It aims at 
uniformity — it expects equal results 
from all children of the same age, no 
matter what difference there may be in 
the feeding, clothing, or housing of the 
children. You have to make your scbool 
standard so low as not to bear harshly 
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on children of feeble ability. What is 
the result of that? Wehavein Glasgow 
those children who attend school one day 
and work the next day, and yet in these 
half-time schools the passes average 96 
percent. Take Lancashire, again, and 
you will find with regard to the half-time 
schools a similar result. Why is this? 
Because, although only attending school 
every second day, you have discipline in 
the case of these boys; they are sys- 
tematically at work. And it is sys- 
tematic work which produces this result. 
What is the result under the full-time 
school-attendance system? We know 
that the thing which can be done at any 
time is never done at all; and the clever 
boy, who finds the lessons easy, is taught 
simply habits of laziness, because he 
has to wait for the other boys, so that 
they may all pass the Standard at the 
same time. In this way you destroy those 
habits of progress which ought to be in- 
stilled into every boy; and that is what is 
being done in Scotland. There is an- 
other disadvantage of the school board 
system, which is that the child must 
attend 250 times at one school before he 
ean be presented to the Inspector for 
examination to earn his grant and pass 
his Standard. Take the case of Glas- 
gow, where a great many schools are in- 
spected between December and March. 
We find that if a parent removes to an- 
other part of the city, the child, although 
attending school constantly, will be kept 
back at the new school one year in his 
education, because he has not attended 
250 times in that school prior to the ex- 
amination. This is because the teacher 
will not get any grant for passing him 
at once, and so he keeps the child till 
the next year. At the same time, you 
compel the parents to pay school fees 
for the time the child is kept back. In 
Scotland, where there are so many re- 
movals, this is a serious grievance. Then 
another most important matter is that, 
so far as Scotland is concerned, you 
have changed altogether the motive of 
the teaching. In Scotland, no doubt, 
under the old parochial system, the sala- 
ries were very small, and the teachers, 
on the average, had only £50 a-year, 
with free house. But the teacher then 
had a position in the parish, and teach- 
ing was a profession; but now you 
have lowered it to a matter of pounds, 
shillings, and and the reeult is 
that a teacher not now look so much 
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to the advantage of the children under 
his care, his only thought being as to how 
much money he is to have for the work 
he does—he looks forward to the pecu- 
niary result only. If he passes a child 
he gets the grant, but otherwise he gets 
nothing ; and so he neglects the clever 
children who are sure to pass, in order 
to concentrate his attention on those 
who will have a difficulty in pass- 
ing. So far as Scotland is concerned 
the board schools are lowering edu- 
cation. In Scotland we had formerly 
secondary education as an essential part 
of elementary school teaching. In Scot- 
land, no matter where you resided— 
supposing you resided in the most out- 
of-the-way parish—you found a school 
with a teacher competent to prepare 
children for the Universities; and the 
result was that the Highlands of Scot- 
land were equal to any other part of 
the country in the matter of education, 
and you found that pupils were turned 
out capable of entering the Scotch Uni- 
versities, and of eventually occupying 
distinguished positions in the world. 
But what is the state of things now? 
In the board schools in Scotland, in 
1880, there were 596 pupils in the third 
stage of Latin; in 1884 the number was 
reduced to 532, a reduction of 11 per 
cent; there was also a reduction, in the 
third stage, of 50 per cent in mechanics ; 
26 per cent in animal physiology; 9 
per cent in domestic economy; and 7 
per cent in magnetism and electri- 
city. All this reduction has been 
going on, while in the last four years 
the attendance in the board schools 
has increased by 44,000. So that the 
higher education will be found to be 
going down year by year. It would be 
a gross mistake to imagin:» that in a 
country like Scotland, where the popu- 
lation is so much scattered, that you can 
meet the wants of the people by secon- 
dary schools. In secondary schools you 
lack the enthusiasm of the teacher in 
the early training of his pupils, whereby 
he is led to single out the clever children, 
and to inspire in them the desire for 
secondary education, at the same time 
directing their elementary training to- 
wards that goal, In England theschool 
fees. average 9s. 4d., as against 16s. 5d. 
in Glasgow and 13s. for all Scotland ; 
and we find school attendance, and the 
attendance of the younger or infant 
children, increase as the school fees get 
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less—the attendance being highest in 
England, second highest in all Scotland, 
and lowest in Glasgow. To sum up, the 
great evil of the school board system 
is that in Scotland you do not develop 
the faculties of the child, and do not 
give him an opportunity of continuous 
progress. You fixa standard, and send 
all the children into that standard at 
once, and keep them moving  to- 
gether, instead of adopting the old 
parochial system of allowing the child 
to progress according to his individual 
ability. I think I have given sufficient 
reasons to satisfy this Committee that 
as in England you have a Commission 
sitting to inquire into the working of the 
English Education Act, so we ought to 
have a similar Commission appointed 
for Scotland. I think it will be seen 
that the Scotch educational system has 
been worked from England, and that, 
therefore, of course, the same evil re- 
sults as you have in England have taken 
place in Scotland. The only difference 
is that, unlike Scotland, in England you 
had no educational system to spoil. I 
think this is an opportune moment for 
bringing these matters before the Scotch 
Education Department. I ask the Com- 
mittee to understand that I have put 
forward this question in no hostile spirit, 
but simply with the view of urging upon 
the Government the necessity of seriously 
considering whether the time has not 
arrived for causing a thorough investi- 
gation to be made into the working of 
the Scotch Education Act. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): I 
would not trouble the Committee with 
any observations only that we are about 
to begin a long Vacation, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for Scot- 
land (Mr. A. J. Balfour) will have dur- 
ing that time ample opportunity of con- 
sidering any suggestions that may now 
be made; and if there are any sugges- 
tion that he approves of, and upon which 
he can take action, we shall have saved 
a whole Session by bringing them for- 
ward. I have not had the advantage of 
hearing my hon. Friend who preceded 
me, except in hiseoncludingremarks; but 
if E understood my hon. Friend rightly, 
he attacked a good many features of 
the presetit sehool system in Scotland on 
various grounds, and charged the re- 
sponsibility for the whole upon the fact 
that for many years past Scottish educa- 
tion has been dominated, not by native, 
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but by English ideas. On that point I 
agree with my hon. Friend; and I wish 
to carry forward the argument, and call 
the attention of the Secretary for Scot- 
land to one or two points which I think 
are well worthy of his consideration. 
First of all, I wish to say a word or two 
about the Training Colleges. These 
Training Colleges cost the Government 
£27,000 a-year. What they cost the 
owners I have no means of knowing; 
but they cost the State and Imperial 
system £27,000 a-year. Now, my first 
objection—and here I cannot expect to 
have any expression of sympathy from 
the right hon. Gentleman—is that they 
are denominational and sectarian. I 
have listened during the last week to 
praises of sectarianism in education 
from hon. Members below the Gangway 
on both sides of the House. This is 
about the only point now on which the 
Tories and the Parnellites are in agree- 
ment. I, therefore, cannot expect any 
sympathy for my views from either of 
these sections of the House ; but I assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that, so far as 
I have been able to judge, the public 


‘opinion of Scotland on this question is 


with those who object to the denomina- 
tional system, though, nowthatI remem- 
ber them, I think my hon. Friend’s re- 
marks rather tended to supportit. But, 
apart from the objection to sectarianism, 
the sectarianism of the Training Oolleges 
has this extra absurdity—that the 
Colleges are meant to supply with 
teachers a system that is becoming more 
and more undenominational every day. 
The sectarian schools in Scotland are 
dying out. The native religious deno- 
minations—the Presbyterian denomina- 
tions—are gradually giving up their 
hold upon the schools. There are, in 
fact, comparatively few Established 
Church and Free Church schools left. 
The only sectarian schools which are 
growing in numbers are the Episco- 
palian and Roman Catholic schools ; and 
in Presbyterian Scotland, of course, these 
denominations do not count. It is an 
additional absurdity that you should 
attempt to man an unsectarian system 
with teachers in sectarian seminaries ; 
and—to reeur to what I started with— 
this denominationalism in the training 
of schoolmasters is one of the evil results 
which we owe to our educational system 
having been changed to the backward 
and Conservative and prejudiced public 
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school system of England. My next ob- 
jection to the training seminaries is 
that they are not doing their work well. 
The work they are doing is work which 
ought to be done by the Universities, 
which the Universities would do very 
much better, and which they are anxious 
to do. Aberdeen and St. Andrew’s, 
which are so situated that they com- 
mand peculiar advantage for the train- 
ing of schoolmasters, are particularly 
anxious to take in hand this great public 
work, and we interfere with their laud- 
able ambition on account of being bound 
to take this sectarian training school 
system that I have spoken of. I have to 
express my disappointment that this very 
important subject of the extent to which 
the training of public schoolmasters can 
be undertaken by the Universities has 
been dealt with in a most meagre, im- 
perfect, and iadequate manner in the 
last Report of the Council of Education 
in Scotland. All you have in that Re- 
port is a bare allusion of the most 
grudging character, which promises the 
usual official consideration to the ques- 
tion, and, smiling, puts it by. In the 
body of the Report you have from the” 
Chief Inspector of Training Schools, Dr. 
Wilson, an allusion to the subject which 
illustrates the backward spirit which 
prevails in regard to this question in 
official quarters. Dr. Wilson advo- 
cates, not that schoolmasters should be 
trained as members of other learned 
Professions in Scotland are trained at 
the Universities, but that a select few of 
them should attend a few classes; and 
let the Committee mark the reasons. 
He said— 

““Tf you send a few of these schoolmaster 
students to the Universities they will have the 
great advantage of mixing with the students 
following the learned Professions who are going 


to follow a far different career from their 
own.” 


That is where the difference comes in. 
The career of students who attend the 
Scottish Universities are very much the 
same, in many instances, as those of 
the students who attend the Training 
Colleges. Do you suppose that the 
village doctor, the parish minister, the 
Dissenting minister, in the very neigh- 
bourhood, or in the intimacy of whom 
— schoolmaster is going to pass his 
ife, are the beings of a superior social 
order to whom Dr. Wilson alludes in his 
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hold of the wrong end of the argument. 
I think that, instead of selecting a few 
students, and sending them to the Uni- 
versities to see how these superior beings 
conduct themselves, the whole body of 
these schoolmasters should be turned 
over to, and the training of them un- 
dertaken by, those who have charge of 
the education of the higher Professions 
in Scotland. Theonly argument I have 
ever heard advanced against the trans- 
ference of the Training College students 
to the Universities is that the Uni- 
versities have no practising schools. 
Well, it is a very curious thing that 
those who make this objection never 
seem to recognize that practising schools 
are not a necessity of the training for 
the higher schools in England and Scot- 
land. You never hear of a practising 
school for the training of schoolmasters 
who are going to Eton or Harrow. You 
trust the students to pick up the faculty 
of teaching partly from being successful 
students, and partly from the advice and 
guidance of the masters under whom 
they are trained; and, for my own part, I 
have always thought that you may rely 
very much on the same thing in regard 
to the elementary schoolmaster. But 
even if that were net so, you may, I be- 
lieve, command in all the University 
towns, not, perhaps, a special practising 
school such as you have in Edinburgh, 
but the ordinary public State - sup- 
ported schools of the town, and you can 
make them practising schools. At all 
events, you have in two, if not three, of 
the Universities special Chairs of Edu- 
cation, the incumbents of which are, I 
believe, well qualified, and only too 
anxious, to take in charge this great 
public matter of the training of the public 
schoolmasters of Scotland. Let me, in 
leaving this subject, point to one halluci- 
nation which still seems to hang about 
the Education Office, which had charge 
of English and Scottish education. The 
old idea of the Committee of Council on 
Education was that there was so little in 
the Profession of a National schoolmaster 
to tempt the young men to undertake it 
that they had to be bribed to undertake 
it; and, moreover, that they had to be 
mutilated for itin order to be incapable 
of following other Professions. If that 
were true it certainly is no longer so. 
The Profession of the National school- 
masteriscertainly self-supporting. Sala- 
ries are increasing every day ; the posi- 
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tion is becoming better day; and 
I think it is time we should allow this 
Profession to look after itself, and allow 
those who wish training for it to take 
their chance with men who are training 
for other Professions. I believethat Free 
Trade in the training of your National 
teachers will give you at least as good 
and, I verily believe, better men than 
you can possibly have now. Well, Sir, 
what I have said about Training Col- 
leges is only one part of a much larger 
subject which I am certain, whoever 
happens to be Secretary for Scotland, 
will very soon have to direct his at- 
tention to. What we want in Scotland 
is more decentralization in educational 
affairs. We want Home Rule in Scottish 
education. There has been growing of 
late years a feeling to which my hon. 
Friend has given partial expression to- 
night—a feeling of dissatisfaction with 
the red-tape system under which Scottish 
education has laboured for so many 
years. My hon. Friend gives us a re- 
markable instance, from which I do not 
know that he drew the same inference 
that I draw; but he told us that the 
half-timers in Glasgow pass better exa- 
minations than the full-timers in Glas- 
gow or anywhere else. I do not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman wanted to 
draw the inference that we ought to 
resort to half-time universally; but the 
conclusion I came to is that the routine 
examination of percentages by Inspecturs 
and Examiners is a mistake, and is no 
real test whatever of the value of the 
education which is being conferred on 
the children of Scotch parents. We have 
deposits in Scotland from that which was 
an excellent model for educational man- 
agement. For centuries Scottish educa- 
tion was managed by a local area—the 
area of Presbytery. That, in itself, at 
one time was an excellent system. In 
course of time it became a sectarian 
system ; but you passed away from the 
government of the Presbytery—the go- 
vernment of the clergy-—which was a 
mild and a gentle, and, I believe, an 
effective rule, and you have handed over 
your system to West End clerks in Lon- 
don, who never in their lives knew any- 
thing about it. Now, you have got to 


reverse your system. You are not, of 
course, going back to the Presbytery. 
Denominationalism is past praying for 
in Scotland; but you can go back to the 
local area, on which our da 


Scotch sys- 
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tem was based, and if we have that we 
ean have an effective Board in Edin- 
burgh to which we can hand over the 
control of any funds granted by the 
State for the purpose of education, in- 
stead of to clerks at Dover House, and 
this Board would manage them better. 
There is just one other matter of detail 
to which I would like to draw the atten- 
tion of the Committee. I think it is 
high time the right hon. Gentleman re- 
vised, in the way I have endeavoured to 
indicate, the Inspectorship system at 
present prevailing in Scotland. I dare- 
say a good many Members of the Com- 
mittee have seen the evidence that Mr. 
Arnold gave before the Commission now 
inquiring into National Education in 
England. He was asked as to the In- 
spectors appointed in England—I am 
only quoting from memory, but this 
was the substance of the question put 
to him—whether the men appointed as 
Inspectors were appointed on account of 
any supposed qualification for the office ? 
The reply was to the effect that that was 
the last thing that was thought of, and 
that the Inspectors were appointed, not 
because they had any special fitness, or 
because they knew anything about the 
work, but because they were young 
University men with good testimonials, 
or, what was the same thing, with con- 
siderable influence. You will have to 
drop all that sort of thing in Scotland 
when once you hand over the man 

ment of school affairs to the people. 
You may depend upon it that they will 
be as much alive to it as the Committee 
of Council on Education in England ; in 
fact, I do not know that the latter have 
ever adopted a single reform that has 
not been forced upon them. Once you 
hand over the management of the public 
school system to the people themselves 
in their local areas, whether counties or 
towns, rely upon it that you will see that 
the standard of public education is kept 
up, and it may also be relied on that 
the people will not select, as judges of 
the efficiency of that system, young gen- 
tlemen from Oxford or Cambridge, who 
have probably never entered an elemen- 
tary school in their lives, and would 
probably manage nothing worse than 
one of these schools if they were set to 
manage it. The people will utilize the 
Inspectorships as fair prizes for the men 
who have worked under the system, and 
will set men to test the system who have 
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had experience of its i I sym- 
pathize with the spirit which prompts 
these suggestions— which are not mine, 
but are universally made outside. I 
would suggest that, instead of having a 
few assistant Scotch Inspectors to mo | 
the supervising Inspectors appoin 
from the English Universities, we should 
take the bull by the horns, and whilst 
keeping the present Inspectors in office 
—you could not well do otherwise with 
them—take care, in all new appoint- 
ments, to select men who know the sys- 
tem they are to deal with. I think that 
is all I have to say to the Committee on 
this very important subject. I will only 
conclude by saying that I am perfectly 
certain that no person has held the Office 
that the right hon. Gentleman holds 
now, and I believe that no person will 
hold it, who is better qualified than he 
is to deal with educational matters in 
Scotland. I am sure he will receive the 
suggestions made to him in the spirit in 
which they are offered. He has not, of 
course, the advantage of representing a 
Scotch constituency ; but I believe he 
has the advantage of being a Scotch- 
man. I trust the right hon. Gentleman 
will take into consideration, as a whole, 
this matter of public education in Scot- 
land, and more particularly that he will 
take it in hand in connection with that 
other question he is bound also to take 
up—namely, the question of University 
reform in Scotland. {Mr. A. J. Bat- 
rour: Hear, hear!} I am glad to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman cheer that re- 
mark, because my firm conviction is that 
there is no use attempting reform in 
Scottish Universities unless it is made 
part and parcel of a general educational 
reform which will take in hand the 
whole National school system in Scot- 
land, and, more particularly, with that 
portion which deals with the training 
of schoolmasters for the service of the 
State. 

Taz SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour) (Manchester, E.) : 
I have no right to complain of the 
length of the speeches which have been 
delivered if I consider the importance of 
the subject with which they deal; but 
I think the Committee will agree with 
me that it is not a consideration of that 
kind alone that we must consult now, 
and you will therefore forgive me if, in 
replying to the two able and exhaustive 
speeches we had heard, I condense my 
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remarks into the briefest possible limits, 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down looks forward to a ible decen- 
tralization which shall substitute for the 
existing Body at Dover House a Board 
of Education in Scotland. I confess I 
find it rather difficult, in my capacity as 
Scottish Secretary, to meet all the wishes 
in regard to Scottish Government that 
I come across, when I recollect that 
when we were discussing other Esti- 
mates only a few days ago the complaint 
against the Office of Scottish Secretary 
was that I had not sufficient control over 
the Boards in Edinburgh in the conduct 
of other Scottish affairs. Yet, as I under- 
stand the hon. Gentleman, he desires to 
institute in Edinburgh a Board precisely 
as independent of the Scottish Secretary 
in regard to education as at the present 
moment are the Board of Supervision 
and the Fishery Board ; so that, in that 
respect, he will be found to differ from 
some of his Liberal Friends who sit near 
him. The hon. Gentleman who initiated 
this debate made a general attack upon 
the whole system of school boards in 
Scotland, and he told us that they en- 
tirely failed in that which was their 
primary object of compelling a larger 
attendance of the children of the poor 
in the elementary schools. In order to 
support that contention he produced a 
large body of statistics, which I confess 
I am unable to look upon as other than 
inconsistent with the results which might 
be broadly arrived at from a considera- 
tion of the present system. As to this 
question of attendance, the hon. Gentle- 
man says we did not give statistics 
enough; but I will give him one piece 
of statistics that ought to convince him. 
According to the information of the 
Educational Commission of 1865, I find 
that the number of attendances in in- 
spected schools at that time was 105,000. 
The hon. Gentleman said it would not 
be fair to take inspected schools alone, 
and wanted to take uninspected schools 
as well, so as to make the comparison 
fair. ladd to that figure 122,000 for 
non - inspected schools and 29,000 at- 
tending private adventure schools, giving 
a total of 256,000. The attendance now 
in inspected schools is not 256,000, but 
over 455,000. Now, whatever deduc- 
tions you may be able to make from 
that, surely the broad result remains 
that the effect of the Act of 1872, and 
the subsequent modifications which have 
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been introduced into it, have been enor 
mously to increase the attendance of 
children at inspected schools in Scot- 
land. The hon. Gentleman in general 
attacked the school board system, and 
especially that embodiment of the system 
which exists in Glasgow; and part of 
his able speech was devoted to an attack 
on the Glasgow School Board and upon 
one of my Predecessors (Mr. Mundella), 
who appears in this House to have com- 
mitted himself to some eul of the 
Glasgow School Board which, greatly 
raised the wrath of the hon. Gentleman. 
Iam not responsible for the statement 
of the right hon. Member for Sheffield 
(Mr. Mundella); but I am bound to say 
that all I have heard of the Glasgow 
School Board induces me to believe that 
it is a Body which exercises its functions 
with great ability, zeal, and discretion. 
When the hon. Oenthienae tells us that 
the Glasgow School Board so manage 
their affairs that the poor have their in- 
terests sacrificed to the benefit of the 
rich, I would remind him that, after all, 
the Glasgow School Board is an elected 
Body ; that the working classes of Glas- 
gow have the entire control of that 
Bourd ; that the Scottish Office, centra- 
lized though it is at Dover House, has 
no power of control whatever over that 
Board ; and that for its offences, if of- 
fences it has, it alone is responsible. 
Then the hon. Gentlemen went on to 
state that under the present system we 
have compelled Scotland to over-build 
itself in the matter of schools. If Scot- 
land is over-built, the people responsible 
for it are not either the English Educa- 
tion Department as it was constituted 
before, or the present Scottish Education 
Department. The people responsible for 
it were a Board of the kind which the 
hon. Gentleman wishes to see started in 
Edinburgh—namely, the Scottish Edu- 
cation Board. {*No!”] Yes; they, 
and they alone, are responsible, if over- 
building there ie. But I must rather 
take exception to the reasoning by which 
the hon. Gentleman proved there was 
over-building. He compared the accom- 
modation in Highland schools with the 
number of attendances, and he proved 
easily enough that on that principle of 
comparison there is a great deal more 
school accommodation than is required. 
But what you ought to compare is not 
the accommodation in the Highland 
counties with the actual attendances, 
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but the attendances that there ought to 
be in ‘those counties, because, as the 
hon. Gentleman is perfectly aware, the 
Highland counties have lagged far be- 
hind the rest of Scotland in this respect 
— so far behind that we have been 
obliged to give, at the cost of the tax- 
payers, great additional stimulus to at- 
tendance, in these schools, in order, if 
possible, to bring them up to the level 
which obtains in the rest of the United 
Kingdom. Then the hon. Gentleman 
told us that State-aided schools are cut- 
ting out private enterprize. I admit the 
fact; but I do not understand that the 
hon. Gentleman suggested any remedy. 
I do not know whether the hon. Mem- 
ber means that board schools are cutting 
out private enterprize, or that State- 
aided schools are doing so. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): Board schools. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The action of 
the Department is strictly limited by law 
in that matter. In England, I under- 
stand, where a school board already 
provides sufficient accommodation, it is 
not possible to erect a denominational 
school. That is not the case in Scotland. 
In Scotland any denomination which has 
an adequate number of members in a 
school board district may, if it pleases, 
erect a school and will get from the 
Public Funds a grant for that school. 
That does not appear to satisfy the hon. 
Gentleman, and he wants the Govern- 
ment to sanction the erection of schools 
which are not denominational schools, 
but which shall receive a public grant, 
and shall be rivals to the board schools. 
If that is the hon. Gentleman’s object 
there are two objections to it. The first 
is that we cannot do it as the law at 
present stands. The second objection 
would be that you would indeed, if you 
did carry it out, produce that over-build- 
ing of schools in Scotland which the 
hon. Gentleman in another part of his 
speech so strongly objected to. If the 
hon. Gentleman’s plan were carried into 
effect, you might then have in every 
parish a beard school and another school 
not being a denominational school, which 
would receive a public grant, and which 
would attract scholars from the board 
schools. Whatever merit that scheme 
would have it would undoubtedly have 
the demerit of greatly and purposelessly 
augmenting the school accommodation 


in Scotland. Then—and this is the last 








observation I shall have to make—the 
hon. Gentleman mourned the old paro- 
chial system. I also mourn some of the 
things we have lost in the old parochial 
m. I recognize the enormous debt 
which Scotland owes to that system. I 
uite grant the elasticity which exists in 
the old parochial schools, and that the 
teaching which, in country districts, was 
iven under that system, which in Eng- 
and we should call the secondary branch 
of education, is admirable. I grant all 
that; but if you are to drag into your 
educational net the whole population of 
the labouring class in Scotland, it is in- 
evitable that that system should vanish, 
and that for it you should substitute 
some system like the present, and I 
would remind the hon. Gentleman that 
though in country districts I admit there 
may be some loss in the teaching of these 
higher subjects, if we are to look to 
Scottish education as a whole, so far 
from there being a falling-off in the 
teaching of these higher subjects in the 
elementary schools, the teaching in 
them is greatly augmented. I find 
that in the higher subjects 2,000 out 
of 3,000 inspected schools took some 
of these subjects up; that over 60,000 
scholars were presented in one or other 
of the subjects, instead of 4,400 when 
the system was initiated in 1873; and 
that the number presented last year in 
Latin was 6,037, and in mathematics 
8,800. In the face of these statistics we 
may drop a tear over the parochial sys- 
tem ; but I think we cannot truly main- 
tain that, taking the length and breadth 
of Scotland, education in the higher 
subjects has really seriously suffered. 
The hon. Member for Dundee (Mr. E. 
Robertson) has referred to Trainin 
Colleges. Though I do not agree with 
the hon. Member’s views ou secondary 
education—and I should like to say a 
word or two about that if there were 
time—I feel that the subject of Training 
Colleges requires consideration. I have 
been asked, both by him and the other 
hon. Member who spoke, whether I will 
appoint a Commission to inquire into 
Scottish education on the same lines as 
the English Commission? I think it 
highly inexpedient that there should be 
two Commissions at the same time. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): I 
did not make that suggestion. I am 
content to leave the matter to the right 
hon. Gentleman. I have more confi- 
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dence in him than I should have in a 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He threw it 
out as a suggestion. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON: No; not I. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A Commission 
to inquire into the same branch of the 
subject in Scotland in addition to the 
Commission in England would produce 
confusion probably, and delay certainly ; 
but I do think it might be desirable to ap- 
point a small Departmental Committee, 
or something analogous — [ Laughter. | 
An hon. Memser: Of Scottish Mem- 

ers.|—an independent Committee to 
inquire into the national aspect of the 
Training Colleges, and into the question 
of area which the hon. Gentleman has 
raised, and possibly into one or two 
other points not touched upon by the 
great Commission now sitting. I hope 
hon. Members will admit that I have 
been sufficiently brief in my remarks, 
and I trust we shall now be allowed to 
take the Vote. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I should 
like to know why there are certain 
burgh parishes that obtain the special 

ant while others are debarred from it? 

he people living in the parishes belong 
to the same class as those in the parishes 
benefited by the grants, and require the 
same stimulus. I also desire informa- 
tion as to why the Department give 4s. 
to one teacher and 10s. to another for 
the passing of a pupil in certain sub- 
jects. In both cases the examination 
which takes place is the same; but in 
one case the teacher happens to be an 
undergraduate and the other is not. 
Men of the old schoolmaster class are 
not considered very eligible for new ap- 
pointments, because, as a rule, they are 
not graduates, and therefore for every 
pupil they pass the school board only 
receives 4s., whereas if the teacher hap- 
pens to be an undergraduate the board 
receives 10s. for every pupil passed. 
This state of things acts very unfairly 
upon the great bulk of the old teachers 
of Scotland. The position of the teacher 
under the present system is not what it 
ought to be. I cannot altogether ap- 
prove of the aut vitam aut cu/pam tenure 
of office of the old system ; but I think 
there ought to be more security of tenure 
given to a teacher than there is at pre- 
sent. Nowadays a teacher can be dis- 
missed at the whim or caprice of the 
school board. A teacher ought cer- 
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tainly to have the right to a to the 
Education Department. know of 
several cases of arbitr dismissal of 


teachers; dismissals which could neyer 
have been upheld had there been the 
right of appeal. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. A. sa Balfour) will 
consider the question of the status of 
teachers, and endeavour to give them 
more security of office and to make them 
more independent. Under the old sys- 
tem teachers were too independent ; but 
now they were too much at the mercy of 
local influences. I am afraid that the 
argument of my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for the St. Rollox Division of Glas- 
gow (Mr. Caldwell) has been misunder- 
stood by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for Scotland (Mr. A. J. Bal- 
four). My hon. Friend pointed out that 
the old endowments of Glasgow, which 
were given for the education of the poor 
and needy children, have now been de- 
voted to the education of the children 
of the rich and weil-to-do. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): Perhaps I may be permitted 
to reply to one or two observations of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for Scotland (Mr. A. J. Balfour). I 
think it would have been more judi- 
cious if, considering the amount of 
care with which the statistics I have 
laid before the Committee were pre- 
pared, the right hon. Gentleman had 
suspended his judgment regarding 
them, and had refrained from either 
condemning or eulogizing the Glasgow 
School Board until he had thoroughly 
considered the matter. I think he will 
find that the object I had in view was 
to present a different view of Scotch 
education to that which was presented 
to him through the Official Department. 
He has asked me to refer to the statis- 
tics of 1865, from which I shall see that 
the attendance was not so great at that 
time as it is now. I have much more 
reliable statistics than those of the Com- 
mission. I have the statistics of the 
Board of Education in Scotland for 1474. 
These statistics show us that in 1872, 
when the School Board system came 
into operation, in only 753 parishes in 
Scotland there were 461,086 children 
attending” school, and that there were 
558,258 children between five and 13 
years of age in those parishes ; showing 
that the school attendance in Scotland 
equalled 83 per cent of the number of 
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children between five and 13 years of age. 
The right hon. Gentleman (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour) also referred to the teaching of 
specific subjects, and said that thousands 
of children were receiving instruction in 
specific subjects. I, however, showed 
by the Report of one of the Inspectors 
that certain specific subjects could be 
got up by a child of ordinary ability in 
a fortnight. With regard to the ques- 
tion of school accommodation the right 
hon. Gentleman said that if a private 
school were built it might amount to 
over-building. But it would not be 
over-building at the public expense ; the 
ratepayers would not be called upon to 
defray the cost, so there would be no 
hardship upon them. Judging from the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, I 
do not think there is much hope of the 
matter being investigated with an un- 
biased judgment. 

Mr. E. RUBERTSON (Dundee) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say 
whether I was right in assuming that 
he was prepared to deal with the Scotch 
Universities next Session ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; I think 
in referring to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman I said I was so prepared. 

Mr. E. ROBERISON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman keep in view the 
question of the Theological Chairs? 

Tnz CHAIRMAN: That is not per- 
tinent to this Vote. 


Vote agreed to. 


(5.) £8,508, to complete the sum for 
Universities, &c. in Scotland. 


Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I hope the Secretary for Scot- 
land (Mr. A. J. Balfour) will be able to 
answer one or two questions with respect 
to this Vote. He bas just said, and I be- 
lieve he also stated so in the early part of 
the Session, that he is going to bring ina 
University Bill. It is quite unnecessary 
for anyone connected with Scotland to 
be told how much the country owes to 
the Universities, and how generally 
acceptable such a Bill will be in Scut- 
land. In the Bill introduced by a pre- 
vious Government there was a clause 
which implied that there was a certain 
finality in the amount given to the 
Scotch Universities. I should like to be 
assured that such a clause will not exist 
in the Bill the right hon. Gentleman is 
about to introduce ; and I should also like 
to ask whether, by the Bill, he intends to 
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int a Commission for the Scotch 
niversities, and whether the Bill is to 
give the Commission power to consider 
the curriculum in the Scotch Universi- 
ties ? 
Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
Mr. A. J. Batrovr) (Manchester, E.) : 
f course, it is quite impossible for me 
now—TI think it would be almost out of 
Order—to state the provisions of a Bill 
I intend to introduce. With regard to 
the question of finality in matters of 
finance, I should be always glad to get 
as much money out of the Treasury as I 
can for educational purposes. 


Vote agreed to. 


(6.) £500, to complete the sum for 
the National Gallery, &c., Scotland. 


(7.) £258,073, to complete the sum 
for Public Education, Ireland. 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 

, E.): I do not intend to detain the 

ommittee at any length; but I desire 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) if he can now answer the 
Question I gave him Notice of some days 
ago with reference to the position of the 
teachersin certain schools in places where 
half of the population speak Irish? The 
Question I asked theright hon.Gentleman 
was whether he would see to the extend- 
ing to these schools the provisions of the 
the law as embodied in the Code for 
Scotland in respect to the teaching of 
Gaelic? Iwish that the Irish-speaking 
children should be put on the same foot- 
ing as the Gaelic-speaking children in 
Scotland. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Mronazt Hioxs - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I have made inquiries 
into this matter, and it seems to me, 
speaking generally, that the subject is 
more liberally dealt with by the Board 
of Education in Ireland than by the 
Education Department in Scotland. I 
should be very happy to confer with the 
hon. Member upon the int, because, I 
assure him, should be extremely 
anxious that no advantage which is 
given to the Gaelic-speaking children 
of Scotland should be refused to the 
Irish-speaking children. I think, how- 
ever, that the Gaelic language, or 
the Irish language, or the Welsh 
language, can only be treated as a 
vehicle for learning English. On that 
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there should be facilities given 

the teaching of the Irish-speaking 
population in Ireland. In regard to the 
use of the Gaelic language in school 
hours, there are regulations in Ireland 
which seem to me to put the matter on 
an equal footing with Scotland, and I 
do not see that it could really be mate- 
rially improved. If the hon. Member 
will confer with me, I will show him 
what these regulations are, and if they 
can be amended in any way 80 as to 
meet his views, and not interfere with 
the efficiency of the education of the 
children, I shall be very happy to make 
an amendment. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: I am 
very much obliged to the right hon. 
Gentleman. I think I am already con- 
versant with the regulations which ob- 
tain in Ireland, but I am not so certain 
with regard to the regulations which 
obtain in Scotland. All I propuse is 
that there should be embodied in the 
Irish regulations the provisions of Sec- 
tion 19 B of the Scotch Code with regard 
to the Gaelic-speaking children of Scot- 
land. If the right hon. Gentleman will 
have that done, and I think it is a 
reasonable request, I shall be perfectly 
satisfied. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
desire to draw the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) to 
the question of Training Schools in Ire- 
land. The right hon. Gentleman is, of 
course, aware that a change has at last 
been made in the direction desired by 
the Catholic people of Ireland and the 
Catholic Bishops—namely, the estab- 
lishment of Denominational Training 
Colleges. There was a long battle; but 
it ended, as I have said, in the estab- 
lishment of Denominational Training 
Colleges; one has been established by 
the Catholic Bishops, and another has 
been established for the education and 
training of Protestant teachers. The 
Reports of the Commissioners for last 
year and previous years show that these 
Training Colleges have succeeded in a 
very gratifying manner. But there is 
still a very great grievance, at least the 
Catholic population think so, to which 
attention should be directed without 
delay. The grievance consists of this— 
that there are several differences between 
the terms granted to the State Training 
College in Marlborough Street and the 
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Denominational Colleges. I donot wish to 
occupy the time of the Committee very 
long, but I will state very briefly the 
9 upon which the grievance exists. 

n the first place, there are no building 
grants for the Catholic College. The 
State Ccllege was built and established 
out of State funds, but the Catholic 
College has been established out of pri- 
vatefunds. This difference between the 
two Establishments is felt very keenly 
by the Catholics. In the second place, 
the expenses of maintenance and repairs 
are paid in the case of the State College 
out of public funds; but in the case of 
the Catholic College, and, I believe, in 
the case of the Protestant Ovllege, out 
of privatefunds. Again, the cost of the 
maintenance and training of the pupils 
in the State College is entirely borne by 
the State; but in the case of the Deno- 
minational Colleges not more than 75 
per cent of this expense can be borne, or 
is borne, by the State, the remaining 
part of the cost being defrayed by the 
— of the respective denominations. 

he fourth difference is that the actual 
travelling expenses of the pupils attend- 
ing the Colleges—the expenses to and 
from home, and the expenses attendant 
on the journey of the pupils—are borne 
in the case of the Marlborough Street 
College by the State; but in the case of 
the Denominational Colleges no such 
allowance is made bythe State. In 
addition, ls. a-week as pocket money is 
allowed out of State funds to each pupil 
attending the Marlborough Street Col- 
lege, while there is no such allowance 
out of the State funds for the pupils in 
the Denominational Institutions. Lastly 
—there are some other points of differ- 
ence, but I pass them over—a most im- 
— point is that the expenses in the 

arlborough Street College are de- 
frayed as soon as they are due or in- 
curred, whereas in the case of the De- 
nominational Colleges, certainly in the 
case of the Catholic College, they are 
paid under circumstances and conditions 
of the most irritating character. The 
expenses are paid out of a credit fund, 
which is created in this way—a certain 
sum of money, I believe £100, is placed 
to the credit of each pupil who shall 
have attended the College continuously 
for two years, and shall further have 
continued a teacher continuously and 
consecutively two years longer — that 
is to say, the payments will not be 
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made unless the pupils have attended 
continuously for four years the College 
andaschool. The result of this is that 
if a pupil has, after spending, say, a year 
and a-half at the College, for some 
reason or other, to leave, no payment is 
made on his account; and alo if he 
fails, on leaving College, to obtain a 
situation as teacher, the nt fails. 
And even if he gets a situation as 
teacher, but fails, on account of illness 
or other unavoidable cause, to retain it 
for two years, the money payment on 
his account is forfeited. Now, it seems 
to me that this is a very grievous hard- 
ship. There are no such restrictions, no 
such limitations, on the payment of ex- 
penses incurred in the MarlboroughStreet 
College. Now, all we ask is equality. 
We say either level up or level down; 
put the Institutions by either process on 
an equality and we shall be satisfied. 
We do not think you ought to call upon 
the Denominational Establishments to 
compete with the State Institution, which 
is placed on very much more favourable 
terms. I do not like to take up any 
longer the time of the Committee. I 
think I have explained satisfactorily, 
though briefly, the points of difference 
between these Educational Establish- 
ments; and I think that not only are 
these points worthy of attention, but of 
immediate attention. It cannot be gain- 
said that our demand for equality, either 
by levelling up or levelling down, is a 
very fair and reasonable demand. We 
shall certainly agitate with ever- 
increasing energy until our demand is 
granted. I think it is right to say, 
though I am not authorized by any 
member of the Board cf National Edu- 
cation to make the statement, that a 
very prominent member of the Board of 
Education, not unknown to the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(Lord Randolph Churchill), recently 
proposed a resolution at a meeting of 
the Board, asking the Government to 
grant the demand which is now made 
upon them, and that that resolution was 
carried. I do not know whether the 
resolution has yet come before the Go- 
vernment or not; but I am sure, when 
it does, it will carry with it conviction 
as to the justice of the claim set up by 
the Catholic Bishops. I do not appeal 
for the Catholic as against the Pro- 
testant College; I do not want to ask 
anything for the Catholic Establishment 
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which will not be granted equally to the | has already had building ts, the 
Protestant Establishment. All I say is| cost of the maintenance and repair of 


that, at present, there is a grievance to 
be remedied; that the State College is 
placed in a position of great advantage 
over the other Institutions, and that 
this is not fair; and I repeat that the 
grievance will be brought again and 
again before the notice of the House 
until! it is remedied. 

Mr. F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): I 
trust that, as I have the honour of being 
a member of the Governing Body of 
several of the Training Colleges in Eng- 
land in connection with the Established 
Church, the Committee will allow me to 
make a few observations. As far as I 
could gather from the hon. Member 
(Mr. Clancy), he has described with 
perfect accuracy the conditions under 
which grants are made to the Training 
Colleges in England ; and all I have to 
say is that whatever is just to our Eng- 
lish Colleges is also just to the Colleges 
in Ireland. I do not think it is fair 
that Denominational Colleges in Ireland 
should stand in a better position or in 
any inferior position than the corre- 
sponding Colleges in England. Of course, 
I am speaking now of the annual grant. 
The conditions described by the hon. 
Gentleman under which grants are made 
to the Denominational Colleges of Ire- 
land are similar to those which obtain 
in Ergland. I may have to complain 
sometimes, and the hon. Member (Mr. 
Clancy) will, perhaps, agree with me, 
that more ought to be given to our 
schools in England. I do not complain 
of any advantages given to the Marl- 
borough Street College; but, at the 
same time, I do not see why all the 
Colleges in Ireland should not be placed 
upon an equal footing. 

Mr. CLANOY: The hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. F. 8. Powell) forgets that in Eng- 
land Training Colleges have no com- 
petitors, whereas in Ireland the De- 
nominational Training Schools have a 
competitor in a State Establishment. 
That is what we complain of. You in 
England obtained grants when estab- 
lishing your Training Colleges, although 
you had no competitor; we got none 
although we had and have a com- 
ue. Surely, then, the difference 

etween the Irish Colleges and the Eng- 


lish Colleges is perfectly plain. We, as 


I have said, have a competition with a 
fully equipped State Institution which 
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which is borne by the State, and the 
expense of the maintenance and train- 
ing of the pupils attending which are 
defrayed by the State; whereas our In- 
stitution only receives 75 per cent, or 
15s. in the pound, on this head. In 
England you have no such competition, 
and up to the present you have had 
orisithe provided for you out of the 
public funds. 

Mrz. F. 8. POWELL: I should like 
to say that towards the building of the 
last Training College in England not a 
single farthing was given or will be 
given by the State. 

Sr MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: 
Of course, this matter is, as the hon. 
Member (Mr. Clancy) has said, compli- 
cated by the fact that the system pre- 
vailing for many years in Ireland was 
one of a single Training College, that 
Training Oollege being entirely sup- 
ported 2 the State. Denominational 
Training Colleges, as the Committee 
are aware, are of very recent date in 
Ireland. I think their institution was 
a salutary change, and that the Govern- 
ment of the day were quite right in ad- 
mitting Denominational Training Ool- 
leges in Ireland to the same privileges 
which have long been enjoyed by De- 
nominational Training Colleges in Eng- 
land. Now, the question is how are we 
to put Denominational Training Colleges 
in Ireland and the State Training Col- 
lege on an equal footing? If we level 
up we put Denominational Colleges in 
Ireland on a better footing than similar 
Institutionsin England. Iam not quite 
prepared to admit that there is cause 
shown for that. I suspect, if that were 
done, there would be steps taken to 
obtain an improvement in the position 
of the English Colleges. Fut, on the 
other hand, if we level down, if we de- 
prive the pupils at the Marlborough 
Street Training College of some of the 
advantages they at present enjoy, we 
might impair the efficiency of that In- 
stitution ; therefore I confess I should 
like to have some time to consider this 
matter before expressing a definite opi- 
nion upon it. There is one rule, how- 
ever, which the hon. Member (Mr. 
Clancy) referred to which I think ought 
to be properly attended to, and that is 
the rule under which the Government; 
contribution, whatever it may be, is 
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paid to the College authorities after a 
service by the pupil of two years at the 
College and two years in teaching a 
school. I think that is a very valuable 
provision. I am afraid it has hap- 
pened that students at the Marlborough 
Street School have received education 
there, and then not proceeded to give 
the State the benefit of that edu- 
cation by teaching afterwards. Any- 
thing of that kind ought to be guarded 
against, whatever the institution should 
be. I should be sorry to see any change 
made in the rule to which I have re- 
ferred ; but I can promise the hon. Mem- 
ber (Mr. Clancy) that the whole subject 
will receive my consideration. 

Mr. CLANOY (Dublin Co., N.): I 
have only to point out to the Committee 
that the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
supplies us with a good argument, and, 
indeed, a fresh one for Home Rule. 
Our case is a perfectly good one; but 
we are not to be allowed to get what we 
are entitled to, simply because, if we did 
get it, several demands of a similar cha- 
racter, which it would be inconvenient 
to meet, would be made upon the Exche- 
quer from London. The Irish people 
will note the fact and draw their own 
inference. 

Mr. J. O?CONNOR (Tipperary, 8.) : 
Mr. Courtney, I shall endeavour to 
occupy the attention of the Committee 
for as short a time as possible while I 
state the case of the National School 
teachers of Ireland. The case of the 
Irish National School teachers stands at 

resent in this position, that hon. Mem- 
shen of every shade of opinion agree as 
to the necessity of having the National 
School teachers of Ireland at least upon 
an equality with their brethren in Eng- 
land and Scotland. I think the teachers 
are fortunate in having as Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland at the present moment 
a right hon. Gentleman (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) who is in sympathy with 
their demands. It is admitted—it has 
been admitted by successive Govern- 
ments—that the National School teachers 
of Ireland have a good case; those re- 
sponsible for the government of Ireland 
have admitted the fact, and have pro- 
mised to do all in their power to satisfy 
the demands and to rectify the griev- 
ances of the teachers. At the present 
time the position of the Irish National 


School teachers is very uncertain. The 
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Acts which have been passed from time 
to time have been merely tentative and 
experimental, and, to a great extent, in- 
complete. Now, Sir, previous to the Act 
of 1875 the average salaries of Irish 
National School teachers amounted only 
to £43 per year; but at that time it was 
decided by the Parliament then in exist- 
ence that £120,000 should be set aside 
for the purpose of improving the teachers’ 
position; £60,000 was devoted to the 
purpose of an unconditional increase in 
their salaries, and £60,000 was set aside 
for a conditional improvement of their 
position. The conditions laid down 
were that if the Poor Law Unions of 
Ireland would contribute a sum of money 
in the shape of result fees, the Govern- 
ment would set aside from this £60,000 
a similar amount in each case. Well, it 
was hoped by those who were respon- 
sible for the introduction of that measure 
that the Poor Law Guardians of Ireland 
would come forward and subscribe libe- 
rally, in accordance with the Act of Par- 
liament; but, on investigation, it was 
found by the Poor Law Guardians of 
Ireland that they would not be justified 
in meeting the Government half-way. 
They, I think, very properly declined to 
contribute to the result fees, because 
they would not be justified in thus tax- 
ing the community when they had no 
voice whatever in the management of 
the National Schools of Ireland. For 
that reason, Mr. Courtney, the good in- 
tentions of the Government of the time 
and the object of the Act were frus- 
trated. The sum of £60,000, half the 
sum mentioned in the Act of Parliament, 
is practically lost to the National School 
teachers of Ireland. In the year 1875, 
65 Unions resolved to contribute to the 
result fees, and 98 resolved not to con- 
tribute. Since that time the Unions 
have gradually withdrawn their contri- 
butions to the result fees; the number 
of Unions contributing has gradually 
decreased until at the present time it is 
practically ni?. Well, in 1881, the Com- 
missioners of Education in Ireland en- 
tered into a calculation, and from their 
Report it is found that the average pay 
of the Irish National School teachers is 
£57 9s., and in order to arrive at this 
average the Commissioners left out of 
the computation 2,748 of the worst-paid 
teachers. If these had been included 
the average would have been found to 
be very much less. Now, Sir, I shall 
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for the information of the Committee 
quote what the comparative salaries 
of the Irish National School teachers 
and those of their brethren in England 


are. 

Mr. F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): Will 
the hon. Gentleman state whether the 
Irish teachers have houses besides ? 

Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): Eighty 
per cent of them have not. 

Mr. J. O'CONNOR: The figures I 
shall quote were prepared in 1881, after 
an additional grant had been made for 
the purpose of improving the teachers’ 
position. Notwithstanding the increase, 
it appears from a Parliamentary Return 
issued in August, 1881, and which was 
authenticated by the signature of Dr. 
Newell, Senior Secretary of the Com- 
missioners of National Education, that 
the average salaries of the Irish National 
School teachers, males and females in- 
cluded, amount to £57 9s. The average 
salaries of teachers in England are, 
for males, £120 19s. 2d.; females, 
£73 15s. 9d.; and the corresponding 
averages in Scotland are £135 1s. 4d. 
and £64 13s. 11d. for males and females 
respectively. Now, Sir, that clearly 
proves that the Irish National School 
teachers are not on a level with the 
teachers in England. In the matter of 
residences, to which the hon. Member 
(Mr. F. 8. Powell) referred just now, 
the Irish National School teachers are 
also in the background. Several at- 
tempts have been made from time to 
time to remedy their position in this 
respect. With the permission of the 
Committee I will read what some of the 
Inspectors say concerning the housing 
of the Irish School teachers. Mr. 
Macauly, an Inspector, says— 

“Tt is much to be regretted that the Act does 
not make it compulsory on landlords to grant 
sites for schools and residences, at an equitable 
rent or fee, as is done in the case of railways 
and other public works. If this were so, great 
benefit would be conferred not only upon the 
teachers individually, but also upon the public, 
whose interests would be better served by a 
class of people permanently and respectably 
housed, than they can be by persons whose 
lodgings are, in most cases, quite unsuitable.”’ 
Mr. M‘Donnell, the Bantry Inspector, 
remarks— 

“ The want of residences near the school is a 
great hardship to the teachers. Only seven 
have residences in this district. I know of 
more than a dozen cases where the teacher has 
to walk from eight to 12 miles a-day to and 
from school, to the great injury of the school.” 
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Mr. Eardly, of the Templemore Dis- 
trict, writes— 

‘* Only 20 teachers in this district have free 
residences, and in 10 instances the teachers 
reside a distance of three miles or more from 
their schools. . In severe weather these teachers 
either do not attend at all, or arrive with their 
energies so impaired that a satisfactory day’s 
work is not discharged.” 

I think hon. Members will agree with 
the Reports of these Inspectors. It is 
utterly impossible for a school teacher 
who has walked a considerable distance 
in the morning to fulfil his vocation 
during the day with anything like satis- 
faction to himself or benefit to the 
children he is supposed to instruct. 
Well, to improve this state of things 
many attempts have been made from 
time to time. We have had promises 
from the various Gentlemen who have 
lately occupied the position of Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, and, amongst 
others, we have had a promise from the 
right hon. Baronet (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) who at present is Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland. In the year 1875 the 
right hon. Gentleman the present Chief 
Secretary for Ireland said, in introducing 
a measure for the relief of the teachers— 

“We do not intend this to be a permanent 
measure. We consider it would be highly im- 
portant to get the Boards of Guaraians to con- 
tribute, and we would like to train them up to 
it. If it succeeds, well and good; the teachers 
will be reasonably remunerated ; if not, the Go- 
veroment will take such steps as will secure 
that the remuneration now intended will be 
paid to them.”’ 


That was a very serious promise; but 
the right hon. Gentleman knows, as the 
school teachers to their regret know 
very well, that that promise has not 
since been fulfilled. It was not fufilled 
up to the year 1878, and it has not been 
fulfilled since. In 1878, Mr. Meldon, 
who then occupied a seat in this House, 
brought up the subject, and the following 
Resolution was passed :— 

“That the National School Teachers (Ire- 
land) Act, 1875, and the other means adopted 
by the Government having failed to satisfy the 
just demands of the Irish National School 
teachers, this House is of opinion that the 
present position of the Irish National School 
teachers calls for the immediate attention of 
Her Majesty’s Government, with a view to a 
satisfactory adjustment of their claims.’ 


Now, that Resolution was passed 
unanimously by the House of Commons, 
and yet that which amounts to almost 
nothing has been done to satisfactorily 
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adjust the claims of the Irish National 
School teachers. However, in the year 
1879, a grant of £46,000 was made ; but 
how far did that go to satisfy the de- 
mands of the Irish National School 
teachers? I shall endeavour to show 
the Committee that it scarcely improved 
their position at all. A few days ago I 
asked the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland a Question 
on this subject, and, in reply, the right 
hon. Gentleman pointed out that the 
position of the teachers was improved 
in several particulars. The teachers of 
Ireland emphatically say that their posi- 
tion has not been permanently or even 
visibly improved = this grant. In 
proof of that we have to say that the 
£46,000 was placed at the disposal of 
the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion for increasing the fixed or class 
salaries of the teachers, and the rates of 
pay then decided on have continued up 
to the present; but of these salaries the 
teachers contribute £12,000 per annum 
as premiums to the Pension Fund; and 
as the amount received from the con- 
tributory Unions in aid of the result 
fees has fallen from £30,500 in 1876-7 
to £13,600 in 1885-6, it is clear that 
the increase the teachers receive is only 
the difference between £46,000 and 
£29,000, which is £17,000, and this 
amount divided amongst 11,000 teachers 
gives a small sum indeed to each. 
‘Taking into account that a large amount 
of the £46,000 goes to the Pension 
Fund, their present position is not very 
materially improved. Now, Sir, this 
state of things is having a very detri- 
mental effect upon the cause of education 
in Ireland. So much for the promises 
of the right hon. Gentleman (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) who now occupies the 
— of Chief Secretary for Irelard. 

ut I have also to state that his Suc- 
cessors in Office held out hopes to the 
National School teachers of Ireland 
which have not been fulfilled. For in- 
stance, on the llth of June, 1883, a 
deputation of 20 Irish Members of Par- 
liament presented a Memorial, signed by 
83 of their body, to Mr. Trevelyan, then 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, requesting 
him to take immediate steps for im- 
proving the condition of the teachers, 
and, in reply, that right hon. Gentleman 
said— 


“He was so strongly impressed with the 
statements of the deputationists that he ad- 
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mitted action ¢ to be taken by the Govern- 
ment, and that, if possible, it ought to be taken 
at once.” 
As regards the teachers’ salaries, he 
added— 

“T ize the pledge which Sir Michael 

Hicks-Beach gave to Parliament in 1875, and 
I recognize likewise that the measures taken by 
the Government for the redemption of that 
pledge since have been only of a temporary 
nature, and rather as palliatives than remedies. 
I shall be extremely glad to introduce a mea- 
sure on this subject, and at once.” 
The Successor of Mr. Trevelyan at- 
tempted to introduce a measure, but 
owing to the pressure of Parliamentary 
Business the Bill promised was not in- 
troduced until the following year. It 
was brought in by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs (Mr. Campbell-Bannerman), who 
was then Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
but it only reached its second reading. 
The position of the Irish teachers is now 
substantially the same as it was in 1878, 
when Parliament resolved unanimously 
that it required the immediate attention 
of the Government. It is very difficult 
to get men of ability to remain in the 
service, and it is also very difficult to 
get young men whose parents and 
families may wish to push them on in 
the world to take up Irish National 
School teaching as a profession. That 
I may prove this I shall ask the Com- 
mittee to bear with me while I read the 
opinions of some of the National School 
Inspectors upon this subject. Mr. 
Gordon, of Newtownards, says— 

“The onward progress of this district is in 
danger of being impeded from another quarter. 
It has been found impossible, in many cases, to 
secure the appointment of suitable male prin- 
cipal teachers when vacancies occur. I mean 
by suitable, men either actually or potentiall 
equal to their predecessors in zeal, talent, an 
classification.’’ 


Mr. Hynes, the Inspector for the Ennis- 
killen District, says— 


“‘ At present there is in this district a great 
dearth of candidates, and it is remarkable how 
few of my teachers seem to have adopted the 
profession from choice.” 


Mr. Keenan (Letterkenny) reports— 


“TI observe that there is a growing desire 
upon the part of many teachers in this district 
to become the owners of small farms, so that 
by farming they may increase their incomes. 
I generally find that teachers who have become 
the owners of farms never apply themselves to 
their studies with a view to improving their 
classification, but spend the greater part of their 


time, outside school hours, in working upon 
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their farms. These teachers are neither good 
teachers nor good farmers; they are satisfied 
with imperfectly following the example of the 
neighbouring farmers in the cultivation of their 
farms; and in manner, dress, and conversation 
they have a greater resemblance to agricultural 
labourers than to school teachers.”’ 


Mr. Browne (Lurgan) says— 


“T have lost some of my best teachers, and 
although the antecedents of more than 81 per 
cent of those who entered the service during 
the same period (three years) can be referred to 
with considerable satisfaction, yet, when vacan- 
cies arise, the difficulty experienced in securing 
really suitable successors shows that the supply 
of good teachers is very limited.’ 


Well, now, Mr. Courtney, I think these 
quotations from the Reports of the In- 
spectors of the National Schools in Ire- 
land are sufficient to prove to the Com- 
mittee that the status of the teachers is 
being gradually reduced, that, in fact, 
as Mr. MacMillen, the Inspector of 
Ballinasloe, says— 

*« The service is still the dernier ressort of those 
despairing of more coveted posts.”’ 
It is an unfortunate state of things that 
a system which in many respects has 
been successful should be reduced to 
such straits by the neglect of the Go- 
vernment to provide such remuneration 
to teachers as will make National School 
teaching advantageous for young men 
as a profession. I hold, Mr. Courtney, 
that the education of the people is, or 
ought to be, the first duty of the Go- 
vernment, and how can they fulfil that 
duty effectually while they keep the 
teachers of Ireland on what may be 
called starvation allowance? A teacher, 
by accepting this position, condemnshim- 
self to a life of drudgery, without any 
hope of emancipation, and to what may 
be said to be an old age of poverty. 
Why should this he the case? The 
school teachers of Ireland have shown 
very good results. Comparatively speak- 
ing, they have shown better results than 
the school teachers of either England or 
Scotland. The correctness of my asser- 
tion might be substantially proved by a 
few figures, which would show that the 
results produced by the Irish teachers 
are not inferior to those of the English 
and Scotch teachers; and, in the face of 
that fact, I think thas the Irish teachers, 
on the ground that they have performed 
their duties well and faithfully, have a 
claim on the attention of the Govern- 
ment. What they have done also has 
been done under discouraging circum- 


Mr. J. O Connor (Tipperary, S.) 
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stances. They are not only worse paid 
than the teachers in England and Scot- 
land, but they have very much less hope 
of advancement. It was established, I 
think, by the Minute of the Government 
in Ireland, on the advice of the Educa- 
tion Commissioners, that if the school 
teachers could get a certain amount of 
the fees, the Treasury would make up 
the difference. Now, the result of that 
is that you actually put a premium on 
dishonesty ; you hold out temptation to 
the National School teacher actually to 
pay money out of his own pocket in 
order to bring up the amount necessary 
to lay a claim upon the Government. 
This is a bad system, inasmuch as it 
is one which encourages immorality. 
You have in England a system of com- 
pulsory education; parents are com- 
pelled to send their children to school ; 
but in Ireland that is not the case, and 
that, of course, operates against school 
teachers. For these reasons, the Irish 
National School teachers are in a posi- 
tion which is very hard indeed. In the 
matter of salaries they are much behind 
school teachers in England and Seot- 
land, and in the matter of residence 
their position is deplorable. I do not 
think it is desirable that all National 
School teachers should be provided 
with residences; but in a country where 
they have to walk three or four or even 
seven miles to school, a labour which 
unfits them for the vocations of the day, 
enervates them and destroys the power 
they should preserve in order to impart 
the knowledge they possess to their 
pupils, I say that residences should be 
provided for them. For these reasons 
—because of the promises made to them 
by succeeding Governments, and the 
hopes which have been held out to them 
by succeeding Chief Secretaries for Ire- 
land—I maintain that their position is 
entitled to be reconsidered by the pre- 
sent Government. I think they are 
greatly to be congratulated on the fact 
that we have at the present time a 
Chief Secretary who has, since he has 
been in Office, made no pledge which 
has not been fulfilled, and also a Go- 
vernment that holds out a hope of im- 
proving the material interests of the 
several classes in Ireland. I said, at the 
outset, that I would not detain the Com- 
mittee at any unnecessary length in 
stating a case which is already very well 
known, and which has been stated in 














this House from time to time by many 
advocates much abler than I am, and 
more experienced in these matters. I be- 
lieve the right hon. Baronet sympathizes 
with the National School teachers in 
their deplorable condition ; I believe he 
desires to improve their condition ; and 
he now has an opportunity of consider- 
ing their case and fulfilling the pledges 
made to them from time to time, as well 
as of promoting the interests of the 
profession, which is of great service in 
Ireland, and which has shown that it is 
capable of discharging the duties im- 
posed upon it by producing good re- 
sults. In advocating the cause of the 
National School teachers in Ireland, 
I feel that I am appealing to a sym- 
pathetic Government; that I am ap- 
pealing at a time that is favourable 
for the consideration of their just claims, 
and I believe that I shall not appeal in 
vain. I asked the right hon. Baronet a 
few days ago to bring in a Supple- 
mentary Estimate for the purpose of im- 
proving the material condition of the 
National School teachers of Ireland. He 
declined to do that; but he can at least 
inquire into their condition. He has 
had evidence before him; he has the 
Reports of the National Schools, and he 
has other evidence, taken from time to 
time, which I am sorry to say has been 
sadly neglected. I believe that the 
grievances of this class of public ser- 
vants will have the sympathy not only 
of Members on both sides of this House, 
but of every shade of opinion. There 
can only be one idea on this subject— 
namely, that the men who have to train 
up youth and direct the minds of young 
people in the way they ought to go in 
this life are deserving of every considera- 
tion. They are deserving of the full 
reward of their labour; and I again 
impress on the right hon. Baronet to 
take their case into consideration--to 
give this large, deserving, and, I will 
say, long-suffering class some hope that 
before long their condition will be mate- 
rially improved, and that the time of 
this Committee will not be taken up 
year after year in pleading their cause. 

THe OHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Sir Micuast Hicxs-Bzacu) 
(Bristol, W.): I wish to acknowledge 
the spirit in which the hon. Member has 
dealt with this question, and the man- 
ner in which he referred to the Go- 


vernment. But I cannot admit that any 
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promise I have made has remained un- 
fulfilled. The hon. Member has accu- 
rately quoted the statement which I 
made in 1875—namely, that I would 
introduce a Bill dealing with the pay 
of the National School teachers in Ire- 
land. He said I then expressed my in- 
tention to secure for them a reasonable 
remuneration through the working of 
that Bill; and promised, that if the Bill 
failed to do this, other steps would be 
taken. I think I may say that this 
promise has been fulfilled. That Act 
was based upon the principle that cer- 
tain result fees, which were paid to the 
teachers at the time, should be doubled 
if the Unions contributed an equal sum. 
In the following year the sum of 
£28,000 was received from the Unions 
for this purpose; but in the year 1885 
I find that only 21 Unions contributed, 
and that the total amount received was 
only £14,000. Within a few years after 
the passing of that Act it became clear 
to the Government that it had failed in 
its object, and therefore the Government 
agreed to accept, instead of the amount 
which they had hoped would have been 
provided by the Unions, any sum that 
might have been provided by school fees 
or voluntary subscriptions, in order to 
give the teacher of a school a claim to 
an equivalent amount of the second half 
of the result fees from the Government. 
That was a very considerable concession ; 
but the hon. Member says that it was 
calculated to lead to fraud. Now, I must 
remind him that it is guarded by several 
useful restrictions. It requires a certifi- 
cate from the managers, and a certificate 
from the teachers and the Inspectors that 
these subscriptions have actually been 
paid ; and if you are to look with sus- 
picion on those certificates, I am afraid 
you will have to look with suspicion on 
certificates in other matters which have 
to be signed by the school teachers in 
Ireland. The result of that concession 
was. practically that the whole of the 
second half of the result fees which 
would have been obtained by teachers 
if the Act had been adopted in every 
Union in Ireland, has been actually paid 
to them by the Government. Last year 
the total of these fees was £91,500, of 
which the teachers actually obtained 
£90,152. Therefore, I think it was 
rather hard of him to say that the pro- 
mise which I made in 1875, that if the 
Act failed the Government would take 
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other steps to secure the same object, 
has not been fulfilled. This is my 
answer to that part of the statement 
of the hon. Member. He went on to 
say that the position of the teachers 
had not been improved since 1878. 
Well, Sir, I, on the contrary, say that 
the position of the teachers has been 
very materially improved since that 
date. In 1878 the amount payable to 
the teachers was £461,000, while in 1885 
it was £587,200, or an increase of 
£126,000; and yet the hon. Member 
says that their position has not been 
improvedsin any way. I think these 
facts entirely contradict the allegations 
which the hon. Member has made on 
the two points to which I have referred; 
but I do not think we can say that the 

resent arrangement is entirely satis- 

actory. I think it is unsatisfactory, 
and I will very shortly explain to the 
Committee why. I do not at all wish to 
say that the salaries in the higher 
classes are as much as they ought to be ; 
but I do not think that they quite carry 
out the allegation with respect to star- 
vation which was made by the hon. 
Member in the course of his speech. In 
dealing with this matter, however, I 
must impress on the Committee that the 
House of Commons ought to take care 
to do something more than increase the 
salaries of school teachers. The House 
ought to take care to increase their 
efficiency as well; and I am quite sure, 
from my own experience, that a very 
large number of the teachers of the 
third class ought not to be allowed to 
teach at all. I may impress upon the 
Committee that the object should be to 
increase the efficiency of the teachers, 
and to draft out those incompetent 
teachers who really retard the work of 
education in Ireland. The hon. Mem- 
ber has referred to the benefits of com- 
pulsory education. That is a very ma- 
terial point in this question. Anyone 
who looks at these statistics of schools 
in Ireland, and the ratio of attendances 
in those schools, will see that something 
ought to be done in that matter. If 
hon. Members who represent Irish con- 
stituencies will only consider the great 
guestion of Irish Education with a view 
. to placing it as far as may be on the 
same footing as it occupies in Great 
Britain, safe-guarding in every way the 
independent management of the schools, 
then, Sir, I hope we may come to a real 
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settlement of this question of elemen- 
tary education in and. I, at any 
rate, shall approach the subject from 
that point of view. I hope to be able to 
improve the position of the teachers, 
but that will not be my only object. 
Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.): I wish 
to press home the demand of my hon. 
Friend the Member for South Tipperary 
(Mr. J. O’Connor) with regard to the 
sition of the school teachers. My hon. 
riend divided his subject into two 
parts—first, the inadequacy of salary ; 
and, second, want of residence. With 
regard to the salary, I think the small 
average amount received by teachers 
ought to impress itself on the mind of 
the Committee. In one respect the 
teachers are perfectly in accord with the 
right hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland. He is aware that the Irish 
teachers are perfectly willing to become 
efficient in every way by a course of 
study, and also that they are willing 
to use the best method of instruction. 
He is also aware that, in the matter of 
obtaining a certificate, the number of 
marks has been raised 10 per cent; and 
I think they are perfectly justified in 
making complaint about this, because 
no notice has been taken of their demand 
for reform in the matter of salary. With 
regard to the question of residence, I 
say that the residences should be near 
the schools, so that the teachers should 
not have to make a long and wearying 
journey to get to their work. Then they 
are required to study hard in order to 
obtain promotion. But they cannot 
undergo this study unless their homes 
are cheerful and favourably placed, and 
these are not to be obtained by them on 
account of the smallness of their means. 
Their salary does not enable them to 
have houses of a respectable class; and, 
therefore, it becomes doubly necessary 
thatthe teachers should obtain residences. 
They have another grievance, and that 
is the scale of pensions. Teachers in 
Ireland have been treated with a fair 
amount of liberality with regard to pen- 
sions. They are asked to pay a premium 
in order that at a certain age they may 
enjoy a pension according to their class ; 
but the age fixed is too high. They are 
asked to retire at the age of 65. Anyone 
knows that a man at 65 is totally unfit 
to do his duty as teacher. I have had 
experience, and I know well that young 
men out of the Training Colleges super- 
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sede the old men; and it is one of the 
standing grievances that the School 
Board are obliged to retain middle-aged 
men when they might obtain younger 
and more active men, because they do 
not like to get rid of them. If they 
were retired at 60%years of age, there 
would be a chance of promotion for 
younger men in the Board schools; and 
there would be content in this respect 
amongst the teachers. I urge upon the 
right hon. Baronet that he should take 
these matters into consideration, and 
make 60 the age for retirement instead 
of 65. Again, female teachers are re- 
quired to work until they are 60 years 
of age. We know that the prospect of 
a pension will keep females at work ; 
but I say that 60 is too advanced an age 
until which they should be required to 
work in order to obtain a pension. Now, 
I think the right hon. Baronet ought to 
make the retiring age 60 in the case of 
males, and 50 in the case of females. 
By this means, I think, the grievance of 
the Irish teachers as regards pensions 
would be done away with. e have, 
then, three complaints on the part of the 
teachers—first, with regard to salary ; 
secondly, with regard to residence ; and, 
thirdly, with regard to the pension 
scheme. But the teacher in Ireland has 
a social grievance and also a political 
grievance. He dare not take his place 
on a platform, and the Commissioners de- 
mand that he should be surrounded with 
all sorts of disabilities, one of which is 
that he may not take a public-house. 
Now, I think that he ought to be at per- 
fect liberty to do the same as any other 
person, as long he does what is right, and 
satisfies the Commissioners on the par- 
ticular subject he is engaged for. These 
are matters which demand the earnest 
attention of the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land. I say that teachers in Ireland 
ought to be placed on the same footing 
as the teachers in England and Scot- 
land ; there ought to be no distinction 
between them in the matters of salary, 
pensions, and residence. 

Cotoyet NOLAN (Galway, N.): Iam 
afraid the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
has fixed rather a distant date for the 
redress of the grievances of the school 
teachers in Ireland, if he is going to 
wait until there is compulsory education 
there. I am afraid before that is settled 
there will be so many vexed questions 
arise that the National School teachers 
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may be left out in the cold, and I would 
much rather the right hon. Baronet 
would say that the miserable stipend of 

e teachers should be increased at once. 

he great mass of the teachers, as has 
been pointed out by my hon. Friend, 
have very small salaries as compared 
with the salaries of the English teachers 
—the average amount being a little over 
£50. Now, the average salaries of the 
corresponding class in England is £117, 
and in Scotland it is a little higher. 
There is no great difference between 
the positions of the Irish and English 
teachers in respect of the cost of living, 
and I think that they might very well 
be placed on the same footing as re- 
gards salary. We have heard this 
evening that, in the Highlands, educa- 
tion is stimulated by increased grants; 
and I certainly think that the same 
generosity should be shown with regard 
to Ireland, because a great portion of 
Ireland is in the same position as the 
Highland districts of Scotland. The 
teachers in Ireland are left in a wretched 
position under the present system, and 
no amount of rhetoric on the part of the 
Government can justify the fact that they 
only receive a salary of £50. Theright 
hon. Gentleman said that the teachers 
in England were better educated than 
the teachers in Ireland. I have always 
heard that the National School teachers 
were willing to accept any scheme that 
would place them on the same footing 
with the teachers in England and Scot- 
land, and in this they are ready either 
to pass an examination or be judged by 
results. I do not see any way out of 
the difficulty except by making a grant 
from the National Exchequer ; for it is 
of no use to give the control in this 
matter to the Poor Law Boards, and to 
have the cost thrown on the poor rates. 
As far as my experience goes, the Poor 
Law Boards do not want to have the 
management; and if they had it I do 
not think it would be nearly as good as 
it is as present, while as for raising any 
large amount of money locally, that 
would be a matter of extreme difficulty. 
The rates in Ireland being in some cases 
ils. or 12s. in the puund, you cannot ex- 
pect the people, already so heavily taxed, 
to pay this new education rate. The 


right hon. Baronet the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland has shown a considerable in- 
terest in this subject, and I have some 
hope that he and the Leader of the 
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House, who did a good deal for inter- 
mediate education when he was a 
private Member, will take this matter 
speedily into consideration ; for I think 
it would be a shame on the Government 
to leave the Irish teachers in their pre- 
sent position. 

Mr. J. NOLAN (Louth, N.): Iam 
afraid that it will be some time before the 
condition of affairs in Ireland will admit 
of education there being placed in the 
same position as in England. If the 
teachers have to wait until then for an 
improvement in their position, I am 
afraid that many good teachers will be 
quite out of the race, and that the 
cause of education will suffer very 
materially. I should like to point out 
to the hon. Member for Wigan (Mr. 
F. 8. Powell), who spoke in this debate, 
that there is a great difference between 
the elementary education in England and 
that in Ireland. In Ireland there is a 
State system of elementary education ; 
but it is not soin England. In Ireland 
the people have no control over the 
management of schools in many very 
important particulars; whereas in Eng- 
land the people have that control. 
Again, in Ireland we have not got a 
large number of resident gentry, who 
take an interest in education, as you 
have in England and Scotland. I know 
that I was very favourably impressed 
with the state of affairs when I found 
that gentlemen of means and position 
in this country take a deep and absorb- 
ing interest in the education of the poor. 
Now, that is one of the things which, 
unfortunately for us, we have not got in 
Ireland. The system of education in 
Ireland is not looked on with any great 
favour by the people; and the conse- 
quence is that the teachers engaged in 
the work are in a doubtful position be- 
tween the State and the people, and 
they suffer accordingly. I should like 
the right hon. Baronet to take into 
account these things, and give a favour- 
able ear to the case of the teachers. I 
quite agree with him that there are 
a great many men holding the position 
of teacher who are not at all fitted for 
it; but that is not the case with the 
great body of those engaged in the 
work. I believe that there ought to be 
some restrictions placed on the admis- 
sion of men into the rank of teacher. 
At present, any man without qualifica- 


tion can look forward to taking a posi- 
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tion as teacher in the schools of lower 
class; and in this way places are being 
filled up constantly, to the exclusion of 
qualified men. I think it will be found 
that a very large number of teachers 
are leaving the service in Ireland; and 
it is owing to the fact that the prospects 
in the service are not sufficient to induce 
men of superior talents and energy to 
remain. I believe this matter ought to 
be looked at not only from the point of 
view of the teachers, but from the point 
of view of the welfare of the country 
generally. The welfare of the nation 
undoubtedly depends on the education 
of the people, and the people cannot 
be educated unless they have good 
teachers, and the teachers cannot be 
efficient unless they are paid for; and 
there certainly ought to be no hesita- 
tion on the ground of giving them suffi- 
cient remuneration, when we remember 
that the men who are engaged in teach- 
ing the children in Ireland, and are pre- 
paring them for the great battle of life, 
are not so well paid as the drill ser- 
geant who prepares the recruit for the 
work of war. I point out by way of 
illustration that a great many teachers 
in Ireland are not so well paid as 
labourers who dig the foundations of 
houses, and they are certainly paid 
very much less than the men who build 
the houses—a good joiner or good 
mason is better paid than the average 
teacher in Ireland. This is not a satis- 
factory state of things; and, as I believe 
that it calls for immediate attention, I 
trust the right hon. Baronet will be 
able to give us some assurance that 
there will be an improvement shortly in 
the position of the Irish National School 
teachers. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have 
listened with great interest to this dis- 
cussion, and L have not the slightest 
doubt that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland will look 
into this matter, and consider between 
this and next year whether he can make 
any proposal on the subject. Anyone 
will agree, who looks into the subject, 
that the salaries of the Irish School 
teachers are insufficient. The average 
salary is so low that it is greatly to be 
wondered at that good men can be had 
at all for the money. I know many of 
these men personally, and I can say 
that they are most deserving men, 
although their salaries as a rule are less 
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than that of a policeman ; and the same 


may be said of their pensions. There 
is a great deal to be said about getting 
the localities to assist in this matter, but 
I will not say it on the present occasion ; 
and I would urge upon my hon. Friends 
opposite not to prolong this discussion, 
which there is no good in doing now. 
The Chief Secretary has given an assur- 
ance that he will consider the question 
in a thoroughly sympathetic spirit. We 
know the question will be again raised 
next year, and we are content to give 
the right hon. Baronet until next Ses. 
sion to consider it. 

Mr. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge): I have a few words to 
say on this Vote. I agree with every 
word that has been said on this subject 
by the hon. Member for South Tip- 
perary (Mr. J. O’Connor) and the hon. 
Members who have followed him in this 
discussion with regard to the salaries of 
the Irish School teachers being too low. 
Tae Chief Secretary for Ireland has 
stated the salaries of the teachers 
according to their class, and we remind 
him that they only get those salaries 
when there is a certain attendance at 
the school. There are certain schools in 
the poorer parts of Ireland where the 
teacher may be of the first or second 
class, and where there is not a sufficient 
attendance of scholars to enable him to 
draw his salary. Another point is that 
the salary is uncertain. A certain 
salary, though less, is better than a 
larger one that is uncertain ; and I hope 
that the money which the teachers are 
entitled to will be voted by the House 
of Commons before the end of the 
financial year. In conclusion, I desire 
to add my appeal to the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, that he will earnestly 
consider the position of the Irish School 
teachers. 

Vote agreed to. 


(8.) £945, to complete the sum for 
Teachers’ Pension Office, Ireland. 

(9.) £270, to complete the sum for 
the Endowed School Commissioners, 
Ireland. 

(10.) £701, to complete the sum for 
the National Gallery of Ireland. 

(11.) £8,528, to complete the sum for 
Queen’s Colleges, Ireland. 

Cotoyen NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 


wish to draw attention on this Vote to ' 
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the question of University education in 
Ireland, and to the enormous discre- 
pancy in the sums obtainable by the 
three different classes in Ireland—the 
Protestant Church of England, the Se- 
cularists, and the Catholics. The Epis- 
copalian Church are extremely well off ; 
they have an endowment in Trinity 
College of £70,000, which was obtained 
at so ancient a date that it is very 
doubtful whether at the time you could 
call the religion of the country Episco- 
palian or Catholic. Then there is, in 
this Vote, £25,000 for the Secularists, 
while the Catholics only get about 
£6,000 a-year. By this it will be seen 
that the Catholics in Ireland labour 
under an enormous disadvantage with 
regard to University education. Well, 
Sir, I do not ask that the Catholics 
should be placed on equal terms with 
the Protestants in this matter; but I 
think that we may very well claim for 
them that they should be placed on the 
same footing as the Secularists. I do 
not wish to divide the Committee, but 
simply to point out that in this matter 
of University education the Catholics 
suffer a great grievance. 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND Ca MicnaEt Hicks - Breacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I do not think there is 
any general desire on the part of the 
Committee to discuss this very important 
question now ; but I can assure the hon. 
and gallant Gentlemen that the subject 
will be considered in the spirit indicated 
by my speech on this very question last 

ear. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I would 
point out to my hon. and gallant Friend 
that this is a question which I should 
not attempt to discuss to night; but the 
opinion he has expressed is exceedingly 
important, and will give rise to some 
discussion hereafter. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Whatever may be thought of 
the Queen’s Colleges, and the system on 
which they are founded, everyone, I 
think, will admit that Belfast College is 
a great success. But this College is 
crippled at present for the want of a 
very small sum of money which, if the 
Treasury would grant it, would enable 
them to carry on the classes in Chemistry 
and Science in a more efficient way than 
they can at present. I do not believe 


the people of Ireland would grudge the 
money to enable the experiments to Le 
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carried on in the proper way, and I 

it to the right hon. Baronet to take this 
into consideration as soon as he has 
time to do so. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): There 
is one small matter that I desire to refer 
to in connection with Queen’s College, 
Cork. That College has lately been 
greatly improved by a large expenditure 
of money which has been generously 
given by the citizensof Cork. Amongst 
some of the advantages which have 
accrued from this is the purchase of a 
green immediately adjoining the College 
on which it is intended to build resi- 
dences. Unfortunately, the authorities 
have not sufficient money to complete 
the design, and as the scheme is a 
reasonable one I hope the right hon. 
Baronet will be able to induce the Trea- 
sury to advance the amount required. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
This matter had not been brought to 
my notice, but the hon. Member having 
now mentioned it, I will give it my 
attention. 


Vote agreed to. 


(12.) £520, to complete the sum for 
the Royal Irish Academy. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): I 
observe in this Vote, under Sub-head B, 
a charge which did not come on the 
Estimates last year of £520 for Tran- 
scription, Editing, and Publication of 
the Annals of Ulster. This is one of 
those extremely interesting items allied 
to the editing of the Celtic manuscripts. 
The translation of these documents goes 
very closely together, and they are 
matters of extreme interest to Irish 
scholars. I am certain that the persons 
appointed to the Commission that has 
this matter in hand will not know a 
single word of the Irish language, with 
the exception of Mr. Justice O’Brien, 
who may know a few words. Now, I 
think there can be no doubt that the 
Commission should be composed of ex- 
perts, and there could be found in Ire- 
land a considerable number of men who 
have a very close and intimate know- 
ledge of the Irish language, from whom 
the Commissioners ought to be selected. 
I notice that from 1876-7, when the first 
Vote was taken, until 1884-5, the Votes 
and re- Votes amounted to £1,893, while 
up to the 3lst of March, 1885, the total 
expenditure amounted to £176 only. I 
think that fact requires some explana- 


Mr. Arthur O’ Connor 
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tion from the to the Treasury. 
How is it that £1,893 have from time to 
time been voted in the course of eight 
years, and that only £176 have been 
actually expended on the work? [I 
should like, if possible, to have an ex- 
planation at the present time with re- 
gard to the work which is being done 
in consideration of this expenditure of 
£520; and I should also like to hear 
from the hon. Gentleman what has been 
done with the balance of the money 
which has been voted for the last eight 
years? I should like also to know the 
exact amount that has been expended on 
the work ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY *ror 
IRELAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Bzacr) 
(Bristol, W.): As this matter is brought 
under my notice, I will make inquiry, 
and refer to it on Report. 


Vote agreed to. 


Crass V.—Foreign anp CoLonrAL 
SERVICES. 


(13.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £62,010, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Expenses 
of Her Majesty’s Embassies and Missions 
abroad.”’ 


Sirk GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): I had meant, on an earlier 
occasion, to put a question to the Go- 
vernment as to who has control over the 
printing of despatches and Reports 
connected with this House. First one 
Minister and then another tells us that 
he has no control over the matter, and 
it almost invariably happens that the 
Papers we require are presented to us 
the day after we have had need of them. 
I must confess that I was greatly dis- 
couraged and disappointed at the answer 
given by the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to the Question which 
was put to him with regard to the pro- 
longation of the Mission of Sir H. Drum- 
mond Wolff. The noble Lord did not, 
as it is usual for Ministers to do on such 
occasions, say one word about entertain- 
ing any hopes as to its being possible 
soon to bring the Mission to an end. It 
would, therefore, seem that it is the in- 
tention of Her Majesty’s Government to 
keep Sir H. Drummond Wolff in Egypt. 
I originally supported the Mission of 
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Sir H. Drammond Wolff, because I con- 
sidered it a temporary measure con- 
nected with the re-o ization of the 
Egyptian Army, which re-organization 
was to have the effect of enabling us to 
withdraw our troops from that country. 
I did not even object to the appointment 
of Muhktar Pasha, a Turkish officer, to 
assist Sir H. Drummond Wolff in his 
undertaking. But, I always considered 
that Muhktar Pasha was a Turkish sol- 
dier. As regards the re-organization of 
the Egyptian Army, Police, and other 
matters, it really seems to me the time 
has come when a reasonable settlement 
might be made. We all understood that 
Sir H. Drummond Wolff’s Mission and 
the co-operation of Muhktar Pasha were 
mainly to settle what the character of 
the future Egyptian Army should be, 
and that when that was settled, and the 
Egyptian Army properly established, our 
own troops in Egypt might be relieved. 
When we get beyond the question of the 
Army we deal with matters which one 
efficient officer could satisfactorily ar- 
range, and which would not require the 
services of two high diplomatic function- 
aries to settle. If the question of the 
Army had been dealt with, what further 
necessity is there to keep both Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff and Sir Evelyn Baring 
in Egypt? I fail to see any earthly 
reason why these two diplomatic officials 
should be both kept in Egypt both doing 
the same work. I see no sign of the 
conclusion of that work. As regards 
Muhktar Pasha, it seems to me that the 
prolongation of his stay in Egypt means 
the prolongation of the meddling of 
Turkish officials with the affairs of 
Egypt; and that it is a point we 
may fairly ask Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment to decide whether or not 
they are determined that the power of 
Turkey shall be increased in Egypt? 
Our position in Egypt depends not upon 
the will of the Sultan of Turkey, bat 
upon our obligations towards other 
European Powers. It is clear that no 
Mission of Muhktar Pasha can redeem 
the pledges which we have given to 
Europe, or can enable us to stay a day 
longer in that country than we are en- 
titled to do under the undertakings we 
have entered into with Foreign Powers. 
I very much doubt whether Turkish in- 
terference in the affairs of Egypt can 
have any possible good result. A great 
deal has been said, and, I believe, falsely 
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said, as to the influence of the Sultan in 

I myself believe that Arabi 
Pasha’s rebellion was directed more 
against the Turkish dominion than 
anything else, and it certainly appears 
to me that the presence of Turkish 
officials in Egypt is likely not to 
soothe the people of that country, 
but to irritate them. But, be that as 
it may, unless Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment wish to reinstate the dominion of 
the Sultan in Egypt, they should not 
allow Muhktar Pasha to remain there 
too long. Solong as he does stay there, 
Cairo must remain the centre of intrigue. 
But what still more alarms me than the 
continuance of the Mission of Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff or of Muhktar Pasha, 
is that I do not see any signs of the 
British Army preparing to leave Egypt, 
or of any preparations being made to 
enable the Army to ultimately com- 
mence the evacuation. So far as I have 
yet been able to learn, I do not believe 
there has been any bond fide attempt to 
establish those autonomous institutions 
which it was said had to be established 
prior to our leaving. The automony 
which exists in Egypt is altogether a 
sham; andI do not think the slightest 
bond fide attempt is being made to make 
her a self-governing country. Neither in 
regard to the police, the judiciary, nor the 
prisons, have we had any success; and 
what I am afraid of is this—that there 
is a very large party in Egypt, official and 
non-official, who are procrastinating as 
to these reforms, who are trusting to the 
chapter of accidents, who are hoping 
against hope, and who believe that the 
chances are that we shall not leave 
Egypt at all, but shall end by an- 
nexing it, a step which they think 
will be a good thing for Egypt, but 
one which I believe would be the com- 
mencement of a very heavy burden upon 
this country. It is rumoured that Her 
Majesty’s Government are preparing a 
grand coup, but I do not believe any- 
thing of the kind. I do not believe the 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite can for a 
moment contemplate the breaking of 
those solemn pledges which this country 
has given to the rest of Europe. But, 
at the same time, though I cannot be- 
lieve that Her Majesty’s Government 
contemplate remaining in Egypt, still, 
in Egypt we are. What is the result of 
it? Why, our troops are wasting away 
in Assouan, and other parts of that ter- 
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rible country. The Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. W. H. Smith), who himself not 


long since answered a Question on the 
subject, must have formed a good idea 
as to the terrible burden which our occu- 
pation of Egypt imposes upon the Bri- 
tish arms. e have heard of frightful 
sufferings of our men from the right 
hon. Gentleman. We have heard that 
the temperature in the huts of our sol- 
diers average from 110 to 122 degrees 
from April to June. It may be very true 
that there is not much definite disease 
there at present, and that there is not 
much excitement; but I maintain that that 
terrible heat, epecially when unaccom- 
panied by excitement, must lead to the 
wasting away of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s battalions. Whether the men dieor 
not after being subjected fora few months 
to the torture of such a climate as this, 
the men must necessarily be rendered 
totally unfit for service. But in keeping 
your troops in Egypt, not only do you ex- 
pend the lives and the energy of your 
soldiers, but you also very largely waste 
the money of the British taxpayer. You 
are swelling the ordinary Budget of the 
Secretary of State for War by millions 
of money, and I, therefore, say that both 
as regards the British soldier and the 
British taxpayer your occupation of 
Egypt is a very heavy burden. I am 
quite prepared to admit that if we could 
get rid of foreign obligations, and bond- 
holders, and European pledges, we 
should, perhaps, find ourselves able to 
administer the government of Egypt in 
a very satisfactory manner. It would 
be a pleasant country enough if we could 
only keep out the speculator and the 
bondholder—if we could do that we 
might make a good deal of it; but the 
Government knows very well that under 
existing circumstances we cannot stay 
there and administer the country as a 
British Possession, and, therefore, it is 
that I think that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had better devote themselves to 
the attempt to get out of it as soon as 
they can. Not only is the administra- 
tion of Egypt a great burden upon us, 
but, indirectly, it is a great burden to 
us all over the world. I have often 
quoted the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Mid Lothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone), who once said 
that the day we went to Egypt our friend- 
ship with France ceased; and it is the 
same all over the world, whether it be 
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in the Pacific. in Asia, or in Africa— 
everywhere we have the same jealousies 
to encounter. In our present attitude 
towards Egypt we are unquestionably 
sacrificing the good feeling of France, 
the people of which country are entitled 
to expect that we shall actin good faith. 
I would ask Her Majesty’s Government 
to say what they mean todo. Are they 
really trying to settle matters in Egypt 
so that they may be able to get out of it ? 
As I said before, so I say again, that if 
you are to stay in that country until you 
establish a satisfactory form of govern- 
ment, there you will have to stay till the 
Millennium. I do hope that the Govern- 
ment will give us the assurance that the 
Government before them gave—namely, 
that they are doing their best to get out 
of Egypt. It is certain that with respect 
to this question of Egypt Her Majesty’s 
late Advisers played the part of the son 
who said—‘‘I go; but he went not.” I 
have great confidence in the practical 
statesmanship of the Marquess of Salis- 
bury, and I trust that the present Go- 
vernment will not follow that example, 
but rather will imitate the son who first 
refused to go, but afterwards repented 
and went. Yet the noble Lord the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, when answer- 
ing a Question put to him on this ques- 
tion, did not say a word about the with- 
drawal of Sir H. Drummond Wolff, but, 
on the contrary, seemed to speak with 
confidence of the decided intention of 
Government to detain that Gentleman 
there, as well as Muhktar Pasha. Under 
the circumstances, I beg to move the re- 
duction of the Vote by £4,000. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I rise for 
the purpose of seconding the Motion for 
a reduction of this Vote, and I trust 
sincerely that the hon. Gentleman will 
go toa division on the question. It is 
a question which has been -raised over 
and over again in this House, and I earn- 
estly hope that so long as I am a Mem- 
ber of the House no Vote for Diplomatic 
and Consular Services in Egypt will ever 
be proposed to this Committee without 
a similar division being taken. If no 
one else will divide the Committee 
against such a Vote, I will do it myself. 
This system of devoting large sums of 
money to the payment of Agents in 
Egypt has continued for many years. 
Year after year we are told that the oc- 
cupation of that country is drawing to a 
speedy termination ; but as time goes on, 
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instead of that occupation coming nearer 
to its end, it is manifestly receding 
farther and farther away from us. 
L Hear, hear!”] Yes; I know hon. 

entlemen opposite delight in this 
course; but I am erg see! the 
majority of the people of England are 
not of their canines If the Govern- 
ment dare to go to the country, taking 
a General Election upon this issue, whe- 
ther or not tis to be permanently | 
oceupied by lish troops, I undertake 
to say that the Government would find 
that there is an enormous majority 
against them. I protest against this 
large sum being voted—I protest against 
these preposterous salaries being paid to 
Agents who are sent out to Egypt who 
know no more about Egypt than do 
Members of this House. 

An hon. Memser: We are not all 
Dillons. 

Mr. DILLON: I hear an hon. Mem- 
ber say ‘“‘ We are not all Dillons.”” The 
hon. Member may be very learned in 
these Egyptian questions; but I am 

uite prepared to admit that I am not. 

he point of difference between us is 
that I would not undertake to govern 
Egypt, and I am quite sure that the 
hon. Member would be prepared to do 
so to-morrow if you gave him £5,000 
a-year. What I want to call attention 
tois this. You send out a man to govern 
Egypt at a large salary, and he makes 
a terrible muddle of it. What do you 
do? You do not recall him, but you 
send out another man to supersede 
him, and pay him £5,000. ‘No, 
no!”] No! Then, what was Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff sent out for? Was 
he not put over the head of Sir Evelyn 
Baring? Why do you want two men to 
do the same thing—if Sir Evelyn Baring 
is doing his work well, why send out Sir 
H. Drummond Wolff? I think we are 
entitled to an explanation. The noble 
Lord opposite stated this very evening 
that Sir H. Drummond Wolff is about 
to lay important proposals before the 
Government. If that is so, I think we are 
entitled to appeal to the Government 
that they shall not bind the country to 
any new departure in Egypt until they 
have taken the opinion of the House 
of Commons upon it. The noble 


Lord, when questioned here to-night, 
gave an answer which conveyed to 
my mind that it is in the contem- 
plation of the Government to commit 
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this country to new obligations and to 
a new gg in Egypt without con- 
sulting the House of Commons. We 
know that that has been done over and 
over again. We know that Alexandria 
was bombarded without giving the 
House of Commons any opportunity of 
pronouncing upon it beforehand. In 
the case of the Soudan War, when the 
Government were questioned, over and 
over again their answer was that cer- 
tain things had taken place, and that 
we were committed to certain proceed- 
ings and could not withdraw. Before 
the House has had an opportunity of 
arriving at a decision on these matters 
it has found the country committed to a 
definite course by the decisive action of 
the Government. There is one point I 
wish, especially, to put to the noble 
Lord. He stated the other day that 
Papers on the Egyptian Question would 
soon be laid before the House. [Lord 
Kanpotpnx Cxurcnitt: No. |] ell, 
some Member of the Government did— 
I think the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs. He stated that 
additional Papers would be issued, and 
I should like to know whether they will 
contain full information about the Daira 
Loan? There have been negotiations 
going on for some time with the object 
of consolidating that loan with the other 
public loans of Egypt; and, so far as I 
can understand the matter, no more 
scandalous swindle could be perpetrated 
than to throw the responsibility of that 
loan, which is a private loan contracted 
by the late Khedive on the mortgage of 
his own personal estates, upon the Egyp- 
tian taxpayers. This would be a most 
infamous swindle on the people of 
Egypt. God knows they have burdens 
enough on their shoulders at present ; 
and if you are going to permit such a 
shameful transaction as this it will be, 
so far as I can understand the history 
of the matter, to add another to the 
many crimes which have been committed 
against the unfortunate people of pt. 
I am convinced that the majority of the 
people of England are opposed to this 
system of plundering the people of 
Egypt for the sake of the bundholders, 
pa do hope the Government will pro- 
mise to lay full information on the sub- 
ject before the country. I trust that 

efore any undertaking is entered into 
which will have the effect of consoli- 
dating this Daira Loan with the other 
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loans of Egypt, and making the tax- 
payers of that country responsible for it, 
the British House of Commons will have 
an opportunity of pronouncing an opi- 
nion upon the matter. 


Motion made, and Question proposeds 

“That a sum, not exceeding £58,010, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st of March 1887, the Ex- 
penses of Her Majesty’s Embassies and Missions 
Abroad.” —(Sir George Campbell.) 


Mrz. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
How I regret that the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is not sit- 
ting below the Gangway, because if he 
were, judging from the mode in which 
he has so often, from the very place 
which I am now occupying, protested 
against this bondholders’ occupation of 
Egypt, against our war in Egypt, 
against the reckless expenditure in 
Egypt, I am sure that he would have 
supported me now in advocating the 
Motion which my hon. Friend has 
moved. When the noble Lord, in com- 
mon with his Colleagues, came into 
Office last time we understood that Sir 
H. Drummond Wolff was sent out to 
Egypt with one object—namely, to come 
to some sort of agreement by which the 
views which the noble Lord had so ably 
and so often expressed should be carried 
out, and that we should leave Egypt. I, 
for my own part, voted for the pormeet 
of Sir H. Drummond Wolff's salary, be- 
lieving that that was the object with 
which he was sent out to Egypt. But 
at present we are told that new proposi- 
tions are going to be made, and we find 
that every time the Estimates are 
brought forward fresh sums of money 
are asked for from us in order that they 
may be expended in what is called 
‘“‘ maintaining order” in Egypt—that is 
to say, for the securing of the interests 
of the bondholders. That is the real 
object of our as wy in Egypt. Now, 
I agree with my hon. Friends who have 
spoken that we ought to have some 

ear understanding from the Govern- 
ment that if these fresh propositions are 

ping. fo be sent to the Government by 
ir H. Drummond Wolff no sort of 
liability shall be incurred by us that 
may tend in any sort of way to extend 
our occupation of Egypt without the 
House having an opportunity of pro- 
nouncing upon it. The noble Lord the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer, at the 
commencement of the evening, said that 
Parliament had the control. Well, we 
know what that means. Parliament 
may refuse to vote the Estimates which 
are necessary to enable the Executive 
Government to carry out the arrange- 
ment. Practically, however, that is no 
control, seeing that the liability is in- 
curred before Parliament is asked for 
the money. We ought to know what 
these propositions are; Parliament ought 
to have a voice in deciding whether it is 
desirable that these propositions should 
be agreed to or not. The obligations 
ought not to be entered into before Par- 
liament is called upon to provide funds 
for them. Why, Sir, have we not seen 
all the newspapers—all the Conservative 
and Unionist organs of this Metropolis 
—denouncing what the Russians are 
doing in Bulgaria. But what have the 
Russians done in Bulgaria in compari- 
son with what we have done in Egypt ? 
We went there unjustly. [Lord Ray- 
potpH Oxsvurcnitt: Not this Govern- 
ment.] The noble Lord implies that we 
on this side did it—that is to say, the 
Liberal Party. But the noble Lord will 
bear me out that I always supported 
him when he protested against the 
action of the Liberal Government in re- 
gard to this matter. I know that the 
noble Lord does not approve of what 
was done in Egypt; that he always pro- 
tested against it; and that no one took 
a stronger view than he in regard to the 
desirability of our leaving Egypt as soon 
as possible. The noble Lord is nowa 
Minister of the Crown; he is now 
Leader of this House, and is respon- 
sible for what we are doing in Egypt. 
I can understand that it may be difficult 
for him to leave Egypt immediately; but 
is it the policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to remain in Egypt? [‘‘ Hear, 
hear!’”’] It may be the policy of some 
hon. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, judging from the cheers given 
just now. [‘‘Hear, hear!” from the 
Ministerial side of the House.| There 
again! Clearly, then, it is their policy. 
We want to have it from Her Majesty’s 
Government, however. I look upon our- 
selves as absolute marauders in Egypt. 
I say we have no right to be there, and 
I maintain that in the end, if we con- 
tinue to remain, we shall get into conflict 
with the whole of Europe. We shall be 
called upon by Europe to leave the coun- 
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try. It does seem to me to be desirable, 
for the dignity of England and in com- 
mou honesty, that the noble Lord should 
now maintain the views when in power 
which he held when out of power, and 
that he should pronounce to the House 
that the policy of the Government is as 
soon as possible, in some reasonable 
time, to withdraw from Egvpt. 

Toe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir 
James Ferovusson) (Manchester, E.): I 
am sure the Committee will not think 
the acceptance of the Amendment con- 
sonant with our position in Egypt, and 
with our responsibility for the govern- 
ment of that country which we have 
been unwillingly compelled to assume. 
The Amendment is confined to a narrow 
limit—namely, the Mission of Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff to Egypt; but it is 
well understood that he means by that 
the desire that the Mission should come 
to a close. The object of the Amend- 
ment is directly to obtain an expression 
of the opinion of the Committee on the 
whole subject. It would be quite legiti- 
mate if I were to confine my remarks to 
the one point raised by the Amendment ; 
but one or two things have been said 
which are not altogether to be passed 
by. I much regret that the Committee 
are not in possession of Nos. 4 and 5 of 
the Papers on Egypt, which I believe 
will be delivered to-morrow. [*‘Oh, 
oh!’’] Well, I have done all in my 

ower to insure their early delivery to 
Metabern. And let me remind hon. 
Members that if the Session had been 
closed at the ordinary time we should 
have been in Recess now, and it is quite 
certain that the Papers could not have 
been delivered before the close of the 
last Session. I can only assure the 
Committee that the present Government 
are not responsible for any delay. It is 
well known that there is a great demand 
for Papers of public interest; and I can 
only say that the production of the 
Papers in question has been pressed 
forward with as much speed as the 
capacity of the Printing Department 
admits of. The hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site (Sir George Campbell) is anxious to 
know when this Mission of Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff will come to an end. 
He says we have one well-paid Diplo- 
matic Agent in Egypt, and that it is not 
reasonable that we should have two. I 
can assure the hon. Gentleman that 
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nothing can be less desired by the Go- 
vernment than that we should 

more money than is necessary; but let 
me remind the Committee that in June 
last, on the Vote on Account for the 
Diplomatic Service, there was a full dis- 
cussion of this matter, and the late 
Prime Minister pointed out that Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff must be maintained 
in Egypt until his Mission has been ac- 
complished. The right hon. Gentleman 
pointed particularly to the Report Sir 
H. Drummond Wolff is drawing up; 
and, as the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has already told the 
Committee, the Government must wait 
until that Report is in their hands. It 
is obvious that the Mission of Sir H. 
Drummond Wolff, which was to carry into 
Egypt the authority of the Sultan as 
our most legitimate ally, in putting that 
country into a better state of order, was 
a Mission of a very important character, 
and was not to be fulfilled ina day. In 
order to fulfil it, he had to take a com- 
prehensive review of all the circum- 
stances of the country ; and the Govern- 
ment cannot be accused of want of ex- 
pedition in framing their policy if they 
have waited until they received the com- 
prehensive Report which was in prepa- 
ration. I cannot think the Committee 
will refuse any portion of the salary 
necessary to maintain Sir H. Drum- 
mond Wolff in Egypt until his Mission 
is concluded. The Government are asked 
to say what is to be the duration of our 
stay in Egypt. The House of Commons 
has had a painful experience of too early 
prophecies and promises concerning our 
departure. I think it will be remem- 
bered that some of our greatest diffi- 
culties have arisen from too early decla- 
rations. If an impression “prevails that 
we are to be ‘here to-day and gone to- 
morrow,’ we cannot expect confidence 
in our measures, nor the earnest co- 
operation of those whom we are seeking 
to help. It would be inexpedient, rash, 
and unpatriotic of the Government, for 
the sake of gaining temporary applause 
from any part of the House, to say that 
our stay in Egypt is on the point of 
coming to an end. We have a Mission 
to accomplish in Egypt. We ought not 


to pretend that we are going to leave 
until the reforms we have sought after, 
and some of which are already bearing 
fruit, have been fully accomplished. 
|[Oh!”] Well, it is not desirable at 
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this hour to lengthen the remarks it is 
my duty to make; but I will remind the 
Committee that last Session the late 
Prime Minister bore testimony to the 
great improvement effected in Beyptian 
affairs. It would be out of place to go 
into details; but an immense improve- 
ment has been effected in the finances 
of the country, as will be shown by the 
Papers that will be in the hands of 
Members immediately. The finances of 
the country particularly are in a state 
which has not been known before in our 
time. Last year there was a surplus of 
nearly £500,000; and if the year’s Ex- 
penditure does not exceed the Revenue— 
and I believe it will not—we believe we 
shall be able to pay off the demands 
upon the Coupons of 1885-6, upon which 
the payments were postponed by agree- 
ment as a temporary expedient. I trust 
that the House of Commons will not do 
anything to throw discredit on the good 
work that is being done. We are not 
always sure whether the remarks of the 
hon. Member for Northampton (Mr. La- 
bouchere) should be taken seriously ; but 
I amquitesurethe hon. Member does not 
seriously suggest that the Government 
should state what proposals are to be 
made. Did the hon. Gentleman ever 
hear of any act of diplomacy being car- 
ried to a successful conclusion if we 
played with our cards on the table? I 
feel sure that the hon. Member has not 
made his proposal seriously, and I am 
sure, also, that the House will not sup- 
port him. At this time, when the Go- 
vernment are charged with most anxious 
duties, I am sure that the House will 
not desire to weaken our hands by say- 
ing that we are not supported in a 
patriotic spirit. As to the rumours 
which have been referred to by the 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy (Sir George 
Campbell), I trust that the Committee 
will pay no attention to absurd stories 
in the Levantine and French papers, 
which may be intended to influence 
Stock Exchanges, but which are almost 
too childish even to have that effect. 
The hon. Member opposite (Mr. Dillon) 
has asked a question with reference to 
the Daira and Domain Loans. I assure 
the hon. Member that there is no inten- 
tion nor thought of amalgamating those 
loans with the other Debts of Egypt. 
The difficulty about those loans is this— 
that the value of the security has fallen, 
and the land cannot be disposed of for 
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the nominal amount of the Debt; but 
there is an earnest desire to use these 
estates in the most legitimate manner— 
namely, for the commutation of the pen- 
sions which operate as so severe a charge 
upon the Revenues of Egypt. The hon. 
Gentleman is right in saying that there 
is a grave suspicion of fraud in the 
management of these estates ; but I will 
not now go into particulars on that 
matter. I fully admit it. But I may 
say with confidence that the frauds have 
been probed ; that they will take place 
no more ; and that the estates in future 
will be managed with economy. I hope 
the country will gradually emerge from 
its condition of degradation and dis- 
tress, and that when our Mission is ac- 
complished, which I hope will be soon, 
it will be universally acknowledged that 
our trusteeship of Egypt will redound 
to the credit of this country, and will be 
acknowledged to have been beneficial to 
Egypt. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester): I do not 
think the right hon. Baronet (Sir James 
Fergusson) has met the difficulty which 
many of us feel in this matter. So long 
as Votes are asked for for carrying on 
the occupation of Egypt by this country 
we shall feel it our duty to protest; and 
so long as Votes are asked for which seem 
to necessitate the continuance of that 
occupation we shall feel ourselves doubly 
bound to protest. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has spoken about playing with 
our cards on the table; but we have 
flung our cards on the table long ago. 
At the very outset we proclaimed to 
Europe that our occupation of Egypt 
was only temporary, and that we pro- 
posed to get out of it as soon as we 
could; and yet we go on incurring 
various forms of expense, which looks to 
all the world as though it is our inten- 
tion to remain in that country. It may 
be a humiliation to have again and 
again to repeat that we do not intend to 
remain in Egypt; but we can escape 
from that humiliation by keeping our 
pledges. I believe that we, who protest 
against this prolonged occupation of 
Egypt, have more at heart the honour 
of this country than any of those hon. 
Gentlemen who cry “Hear, hear!” 
when annexation is talked of. We have 
promised to Europe to retire from Egypt, 
and those whocry “ Hear, hear!” when 
they hear annexation whispered seem to 
think that it would be an honourable 
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thing on the of this t Empire 
to break agg before the whole 
world. Against that notion I feel bound 
to protest, and I think this discussion 
should not be brought to a conclusion 
without a distinct intimation being given 
by the Government that this country 
distinctly holds to its promise of with- 
drawing from Egypt as soon as it pos- 
sibly can. 

Mr. J.ROWLANDS (Finsbury, E.): I 
hope the hon. Member(Sir George Camp- 
bell) will divide the Committee on this 
Vote. I hold that the attitude of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, whenever the ques- 
tion of annexation is mentioned, justi- 
fies the action we are now taking. Some 
of us are not afraid to admit that we are 
pledged against annexation. The Go- 
vernment, when they went to Egypt, 
distinetly declared that they would not 
annex that country. We are in a criti- 
cal position, and everyone who has been 
watching the course of Egyptian affairs, 
whether inside the House or out of it, 
has been, for some time, looking for 
some indication that we are going to 
clear out of that country. It seems to 
everyone— especially as we unfortunately 
have not the Papers in our hands to 
instruct us to the contrary—that we 
are as far from clearing out of Egypt as 
we ‘were when we went into it. Are 
we to have any clear indication as 
to what the policy of Her Majesty’s 
present Government is to be in re- 
gard to retiring from Egypt? The 
right hon. Baronet the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs has said 
that, if it were not for the exceptional 
time of the year at which we are met, 
we could not have expected to have had 
any Papers submitted to us on this ques- 
tion. That is quite right ; but seeing 
that an exceptional state of things has 
brought us together, and that an ex- 
ceptional opportunity is afforded us for 
seeking information, I think we should 
have been allowed to have these Papers. 
When we once break up, it will Be a 
long time before we shall have another 
opportunity of discussing our position 
in Egypt; and what is likely to take 
place there whilst we are not sitting? 
This is a very serious subject, and I 
earnestly hope that Ministers will be 
able to give us some intimation of the 
kind we ask for. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL: Not- 
withstanding the courteous and compre- 
hensive manner in which the right hon. 
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Baronet the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs has treated this mat- 
ter, I feel bound to divide the Commit- 
tee upon the Vote. I must say that I 
should have been extremely glad if the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, whose Radical opinions upon this 
subject the hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton (Mr. Labouchere) alluded to, could 
have said one or two words with regard 
to it, in addition to what we have heard 
from the Under Secretary of State, who 
is not so deeply pledged against this 
occupation of Egypt as is the noble 
Lord. What does the statement of the 
Under Secretary of State amount to? 
It amounts to this—that we cannot 
say we are going away from Egypt, 
because, if we did, the people of that 
country would have no confidence in us, 
and we should be unable to get them 
to work with us in the carrying out of 
necessary reforms. Well, the only con- 
struction which it is possible to put upon 
words like that is, that we wish every- 
body to believe that we are going to 
stay in Egypt. We have pledged our- 
selves to go, and directly we refuse to 
repeat that pledge the supposition must 
be that we are going to stop. With 
regard to the right hon. Baronet’s allu- 
sion to the late Prime Minister’s know- 
ledge of Sir H. Drummond Wolff's 
Report I think there must be some 
mistake ; but the point is not one which 
Iwill pursue. One statement of the right 
hon. ee the Under Secretary of 
State has alarmed me very much. It 
gives us an official confirmation of that 
popular rumour which we did not credit 
before—namely, that the 5 per cent 
is to be returned to the bondholders, 
that which was levied as a small con- 
tribution towards the expense of defend- 
ing their interests. As to the surplus 
Revenue in Egypt for the present year 
which theright hon. Baronet has referred 
to, I think the Papers which we shall 
soon have in our possession will show 
that it has not been fairly obtained, and 
that it has only been arrived at by a 
process of cooking the accounts—namely, 
by applying a portion of the loan of 
£9,000,000 for the operations in the 
Soudan and other purposes, which ought 
to have been paid out of Revenue. I 
feel greatly grieved that it is intended 
to pay these sums to the bondholders 
out of the loan. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tuz EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpn OnURCHILL) 
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(Paddington, S.): The hon. Member 
for Kirkcaldy (Sir George Campbell) 
seems to be preaching a most extra- 
ordinary doctrine. e does not seem 
to be aware that we are bound by 
Treaty and Oonvention to pay the 
bondholders in full. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL: Yes; 
but I object to cooking the accounts by 
paying the annual expenses of Egypt 
out of the loan, and in that way making 
an apparent surplus out of which to re- 
pay the loan. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided:—Ayes 54; 
Noes 158: Majority 104.—(Div. List, 
No. 40.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to, 


(14.) £46,486, to complete the sum 
for Consular Services. 


(15.) £4,160, to complete the sum for 
Slave Trade Services. 


(16.) £2,005, to complete the sum for 
the Suez Canal (British Directors). 


(17.) £13,116, to complete the sum 
for Colonies, Grants in Aid. 


(18.) £69,637, to complete the sum 
for South Africa and St. Helena. 

Commayper BETHELL (York E.R., 
Holderness): May I ask the indulgence 
of the Committee while I make a few 
observations upon this Vote? I would 
not attempt to offer any remarks on this 
occasion, considering the lateness of the 
hour (10’clock), except that the matter to 
which I wish to refer has not been brought 
to the attention of Parliament for nearly 
two years, and there will be no oppor- 
tunity of calling attention to it for some 
time to come. What I want to do is to 
direct the attention of Parliament to 
what has been occurring in Zululand 
during the last two years; and I should 
like, in some degree, to accentuate the 
ery against the policy which has been 
erty in Zululand during these years. 

think it is a policy which has led to 
great disaster to the Natives, and that 
it has not been extremely favourable to 
our own country. The Committee will 
remember that, in 1879, we did away 
with the then Government of Zululand, 
and made a completely different arrange- 
ment. What we really did was to take 
the controlling power away from Zulu- 
land, while we put nothing up in its 
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place. The natural result was that all 
the antagonistic forces, which always 
exist in savage races, at once broke out, 
and resulted in warfare and the wasting 
of the country. That arrangement, in 
itself, had lasted only for a short time 
—for three years—and it had to be re- 
placed by another. We claimed a Pro- 
tectorate over nearly one-third of the 
country, and the remaining two-thirds 
were given over to certain Chiefs. I 
submit to the Committee that having 
conquered that country as we did, hav- 
ing deprived the people of that country of 
their natural Government, we had a moral 
right if we had a legal right, and that we 
ought to have exercised the moral right 
in insisting upon a proper Government 
being placed in the country. We de- 
clined to accept that responsibility. 
Ever since 1879 we have declined that 
responsibility, and the result has been 
terrible disaster to the unfortunate 
people of Zululand. Now, will the 
Committee consider for a moment what 
will be the effect of depriving the people 
of Zululand of a large portion of their 
country? [Jnterruption.] I submit that 
this is an extremely important question 
in South Africa; and, therefore, the Com- 
mittee may very properly give it a few 
minutes’ consideration. The Natives in 
the South-Eastern portion of South Africa 
are an increasingrace. They are bound 
within narrow limits. There is, at pre- 
sent, no room for the natural expansion 
of the Native tribes; and therefore, if we 
take away a large portion of Zululand, 
which is supposed to be reserved for 
the Native tribes, you accentuate the 
position, and render it more likely that 
disaster will be brought about. We 
have permitted the Boers of the Transvaal 
to take over very nearly five-sixths of 
the country that remained to the Zulus 
after the settlement of 1882. This pro- 
ceeding of the Boers, into the merits of 
which I will not now enter, has, as I say, 
deprived the Zulus of a very large portion 
of their territory, and has had the effect 
of driving the Zulus upon the Reserve. 
The Reserve, when it was portioned off 
—f[ Cries of “Divide!”] Surely hon. 
Members will allow such an important 
subject as the government of South 
Africa to be considered by the Com- 
mittee for a few minutes. I was en- 
deavouring to point out, Sir, that the 
depriving the inhabitants of Zululand 
of a large portion of their territory has 
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had the effect of driving the people back 


on that portion of the country which | Africa, 


is called the Reserve, and which, when 
it was portioned off, was made as small 
as was consistent with the then needs 
of the country. Hon. Gentlemen will 
see from the despatches that there is a 
very grave question impending in the 
Reserve, and in the countries bordering 
upon Natal. The complaint I have to 
make is, that our Government has 
allowed these proceedings of the last 
two years without saying ‘‘ they shall not 
be”’—without, apparently, being able 
to make up their minds. In the middle 
of 1884 a new Republic, as it is called, 
was established in Zululand. From that 
day to this there has been no recognition, 
and no absolute denial, of this Republic; 
we have not assured the inhabitants 
that their rights will be secured to them. 
It appears that within the last two or 
three months negotiations have been 
entered into, apparently with the object 
of making up some of the ground we 
have lost within the last two years. I 
notice from an official account of an in- 
terview between Sir Arthur Havelock 
and certain officers of this new Republic 
that our Government are taking steps to 
secure some of the rights of the Zulus. I 
fear it will be impossible to replace the 
Zulus in their former position. It may 
be said there were difficulties in the way 
of our Government making up their 
minds as to the steps to be taken. But 
at the very time this new Republic was 
being formed we were sending troops 
from our shores, under Sir Charles 
Warren, to vindicate our power in 
Bechuanaland, under a precisely similar 
state of affairs. This is simply a recog- 
nition of what happened in Bechuana- 
land, and it is quite possible we may 
have to take some strong steps to vindi- 
cate our power in South Africa again. 
Whether that may be absolutely so or 
not I do not pretend to say; but I do 
maintain that, so long as we neglect the 
vindication of the rights of the unfortu- 
nate Zulus, we are behaving in a manner 
which is most disastrous to those people 
and most discreditable to ourselves. I 
assert most unhesitatingly that it is 
our moral duty, having Ligsivat the 


Zulus of their natural Government, to 
see that another Government is set up 
which is capable of keeping them in 
control and free from those antagonistic 
forees which are ruining the country. 
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Weare now neglecting our duty in South 
i as anyone who studies the 
history of South Africa ever since 1820 
will see we have neglected it before. 
If we look back upon the history of 
South Africa, we can see what miserable 
results has followed upon our policy, 
and we can see that the same mistakes 
are being made now as were made in 
former years. [Cries of ‘‘ Agreed!’’] 
Sir, I said I would only touch upon this 
matter in outline, and that, I think, is all 
I have done. It is impossible in 10 
minutes to present the matter to the 
Committee in the manner in which it 
ought to be presented. I feel sure the 
question is one in which, at another 
time, the majority of the Members of 
this House would be anxious to interest 
themselves. I beg the indulgence of 
the Committee for a few moments longer 
while I refer to the recent events in 
the Northern part of Bechuanaland. 
Those who have studied the most recent 
Blue Book will see that the opinion of all 
the officers and all the Missionaries, and 
of other people connected with South 
Africa, is in favour of the extension of 
our Protectorate towards theZambesi. I 
am also very strongly favourable to the 
extension of our Protectorate, and I will, 
in a few words, give my reason. If we 
exercise a Protectorate over any large 
portion of South Africa, we are able to 
regulate the natural expansion of both 
Englishmen and Dutchmen in that coun- 
try, and by regulating that natural ex- 
pansion we should be able to prevent 
the recurrence of those events which, 
during the whole of this century, have 
proved so disastrous to the Native tribes. 
I maintain that that alone would be a 
sufficient reason for extending our Pro- 
tectorate over that country. strongly 
suspect that by neglecting to seize this 
opportunity we shall involve ourselves 
in fresh difficulties with the Native 
tribes. The Native Question is the 
question in South Africa ; but we do not 
take any steps to educate and civilize 
the Natives. If we have any duty at all 
in South Africa, surely no small part of 
it is to dispense some of the benefits of 
civilization upon the people. I am sorry 
I have oceupied the Committee so long ; 
but I do not like, knowing, as I do, so 
much about South Africa, to let this 
Vote pass without expressing the hope 
that the Government of this country will 
do its duty by the Zulu people. 
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Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I heartily 
endorse what has been said by the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman (Commander 
Bethell). The longer the Government 
delay the settlement of this intricate 
problem the more difficult will the 
settlement be. The sooner they fix 
upon and pursue some definite policy 
the better it will be for this country and 
for South Africa. There are one or two 
points upon which I think some infor- 
mation ought to be given. I should like 
to know, for instance, why we are still 
paying £200, as an allowance, in conse- 
quence of giving up the Orange River 
Territory? It is now 33 years since we 
gave up this territory. A generation 
has passed away, and yet we are paying 
money in respect of it. To whom is 
this money paid, and for what is it paid ? 
Then I see that £400 is set down for a 
British Consular officer in the Transvaal, 
and that £100 was taken last year as ai 
allowance for office rent, stationery, and 
incidental expenses. Nothing is taken 
this year in the shape of an allowance ; 
indeed, I understand that at present 
there is no British Consul in the Trans- 
vaal. I should like to know why this 
is? During the last 18 months at least 
2,000 British subjects have gone into 
the Transvaal. They want a British 
Consul. I know British subjects out 
there who, for the want of a Consul, are 
unable to get their claims settled, un- 
able to get the property left them by 
their relatives. The sooner there is a 
British Consular officer in the Trans- 
vaal to look after the interests of British 
subjects the better. I am not prepared 
to say that we ought to goto the Zam- 
besi, because that would mean another 
African war. We would have to break 
down the power of the Northern Zulus, 
and we would require a bigger Army, 
further away from the supplies, than 
we required to overcome Cetewayo. 
With regard to Bechuanaland I should 
like some further explanation. A Return 
has been presented from which I find 
that we spent £85,000 in certain ex- 
penses of troops going out there, and 
that we have only got back £13,000. The 
mules cost us £14,000, and all we ob- 
tained by the sale of them was £1,700. 
I should like to have some additional 
information regarding the expenses in- 
curred in making this Expedition. It 
is very iar that we could pay 
£14,000 animals, and yet only get 
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£1,700 upon their re-sale. I su 
that is the reason why the Stellalanders 
liked us; they found they could get 
what they liked to charge, and buy the 
things back for a mere song. Al- 
together, we have spent over £1,000,000 
sterling in Bechuanaland. Last year we 
spent £30,000 as a 

**Grant in Aid of the expenses, other than 
military, of the Special Commissioner, or other 
officer, and his establishment ; and of the main- 
tenance of a Police Force in Bechuanaland,” 
and this year we are to spend £100,000. 
The expense going on there is at the 
rate of £125,000 for Police and £10,000 
for the Civil Establishment, and that 
against this expenditure there is a local 
Revenue of £7,500. The Civil Establish- 
ment cost £2,500 more than the entire 
Revenue, besides which there is an ex- 
penditure of £125,000 for Police. If 
there were any principle in the action 
of the Government, if they intended 
to proclaim a Protectorate over South 
Africa and carry it out properly, 
something might be said in favour of 
this policy of throwing away £1,000,000 
sterling and giving £100,000 a-year to 
these vagabonds in the Transvaal, the 
Orange Free State, and the Cape. We 
are now paying the debts of the men we 
denounced—men who were at one time 
arrayed against our law, and against 
every civilized law in South Africa. We 
are spending £100,000 a-year, and will 
spend it, perhaps, for several years, and 
throw away money as long as we hold 
the territory. I am strongly of opinion 
that all further expeditions in South 
Africa ought to be made at the cost of 
the Cape Colony and Natal, and that 
this Government ought not to spend a 
single penny in South Africa. In New 
Zealand we found that as long as we 
paid the piper the Colonists would find 
plenty of opportunities for war. If the 
Colonists in South Africa have to bear 
the cost I do not think we shall have 
so many Kaffir wars. As far as Bechu- 
analand is concerned, the Cape Govern- 
ment were perfectly willing to take it 
over and bear the cost. Instead of 
allowing them to do that, we spent over 
£1,000,000 sterling, and now we are 
spending £100,000 a-year. I suppose 
that when any profit is to be got out of 
the country we shall allow the Cape to 
take it over. At present we are paying 
£100,000 a-year, and obtaining in re- 
turn £7,500. It is quite necessary that 
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we should spend a little time, even after 
1 o’clock in the morning, in obtaining 
some information as to the policy the 
Government propose to pursue in South 
Africa. We are allowing the Cape to 
annex territory, and we are asked to 
extend ours. It is necessary the Govern- 
ment should say something as to their 
policy. They blow hot and cold, and 
meddle and muddle in South Africa, and 
spend a great deal of money, and all to 
no purpose. The House ought to insist 
upon some statement as to the policy 
the Government mean to adopt. We 
ought, for instance, te know whether it 
is true that more troops are to be sent 
out. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. E. Srannore) 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle): The hon. 
Member for Caithness (Dr. Clark) has 
put a number of questions to me in con- 
nection with this Vote, of which I will 
answer asmany asIcan. He hasasked 
for an explanation of the item of £200 
for allowance, in consequence of giving 
up the Orange River ‘Territory. The 
explanation of that is, that there was an 
annuity granted to one of the ex-officials 
which we are still obliged to pay. Then 
he asks how it is that we have no Con- 
sular officer for the Transvaal. There 
have been, as hon. Members will be 
aware, various reasons why for a time 
we have had noConsular officer; but the 
Government are considering whether it 
would not be proper that one should be 
appointed. The hon. Member then 
draws attention to some of the items of 
expenditure with regard to Bechuana- 
land; but it seems to me that his re- 
marks on the expenditure for police now 
going on in Bechuanaland convey a 
very strong censure on the action of the 
late Liberal Government. We succeeded 
to Office at a time when military opera- 
tions were going on in Bechuanaland ; 
but we were fortunate enough to be able 
to put an end to that state of affairs, and 
establish a police force to keep order 
there at a greatly reduced expense. In 
the Estimate we tell the House of Com- 
mons that the force will cost £100,000 
for the present year; but we have 
reason to hope that next year the sum 
will be largely reduced. As regards 
the general position of affairs in Bechu- 
analand, I may say that we have every 
reason to believe that a very satisfac- 
tory state of things prevails in that coun- 
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well satisfied with the position in whi 
he is now . But when the hon. 
Member says he would like to cast off 
all Imperial responsibility for these 
countries I would ask him whether that 
is so easy a matter; because have we 
not incurred responsibility with regard 
to Bechuanaland and Zululand? Her 
Majesty’s Government recognize that 
we have incurred great responsibility 
towards the people of those countries ; 
and they do not think they would be 
doing their duty if they did not dis- 
charge the responsibility incurred to- 
wards them. With regard to Zululand, 
I should like to say that the negotia- 
tions which, as many hon. Members are 
aware, were going on with what is called 
the new Republic, have been suspended. 
I hope, however, that they will be 
shortly resumed. I have had a commu- 
nication from a gentleman who repre- 
sents and enjoys the confidence of the 
Republic; and I have every reason to 
hope that the negotiations which have 
been set on foot will be brought to a 
happy termination. 

rk. OLARK (Caithness): I agree 
that we have a responsibility with re- 
gard to Zululand. I agree that we 
broke down the Zulu power, and that 
we ought to step in and protect the 
people ; but I do not admit that we have 
any responsibility with regard to Bechu- 
analand. I want to know what policy 
you are going to carry on there? With 
regard to the Zulu race, it is now very 
small indeed, owing to the Civil War; 
and if they are to be saved they require 
to be saved quickly. 

Vote agreed to. 


(19.) £13,050, to complete the sum 
for Subsidies to Telegraph Companies. 

(20.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £1,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of ee during the year ending on 
the 3\st day of March 1887, as a Grant in Aid 
of the Revenue of the Island of Cyprus.’ 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
This is another instance of the effect of 
taking Votes on Account. The amount 
of this Estimate is actually £20,000, 
of which you have had £19,000, and we 
are now called on to pay £1,000. I had 
an Amendment to reduce the Vote, which 
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I find now I cannot move; and, there- 
fore, I shall take a division on the whole 
Vote. My point is that in 1885-6 the 
Grant-in-Aid amounted to £15,000. We 
have been told persistently that the 
Revenues of Cyprus would increase, 
and that we should have to pay less and 
less in each year. First, there were con- 
siderable defalcations in the accounts of 
the island; then there was a re-organi- 
zation in the island; and, again, we 
were told that we should soon have no- 
thing to pay for Cyprus. The adminis- 
tration of the island is exceedingly bad 
and wasteful; and I will give one in- 
stance of it. An experienced officer went 
to report on the matter of the Revenue 
survey of the Island, and decided that 
it was not desirable that the survey 
should be made, because it had already 
been made by the Turks. Well, Sir, I 
would point out that, somehow or other, 
we are making that survey notwith- 
standing the advice of this experienced 
officer. There is one surveyor, and a 
draftsman 20 years old; and to look 
after them there is a Turk with a salary 
of £1,000 a-year, and an English clerk 
with a salary of £650, and you will find 
that one-third of the entire money voted 
for public works is expended in salaries 
for the officials. Under these circum- 
stances, is it not surprising that the 
Revenues of Oyprus do not suffice for 
the expenses. The reason why these 
little islands like Cyprus do not pay is, 
that they are perfect nests of jobbery. I 
think the Government ought to look 
thoroughly into the matter ; and in order 
to encourage them to do so, and lead to 
that desirable state of things in which 
we shall not be called upon to pay any- 
thing at all for the Island, I shall take 
a division on the Vote. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
rHE COLONIES (Mr. E. Srannore) 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle): 1 do not 
think the hon. Gentleman can find any 
facts to support this charge of jobbery ; 
on the contrary, I thiuk there is every 
reason to believe that the administration 
of the island is exceedingly good. There 
have been one or two things, I admit, 
which might constitute a blot on the 
administration ; but there is every reason 
to hope that they will not recur. I am 
told that there are some general symp- 
toms of improvement throughout the 
island, which will, in time, render these 
Grants-in-Aid unnecessary. Certainly, 
Mr. Labouchere 


{COMMONS} 











Service Estimates. 916 
I hope we shall not have to come 
upon the Treasury for a larger amount 
than in former years, and that, on the 


contrary, there will be a steady de- 
crease. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 148; 
Noes 47: Majority 101.—(Div. List, 
No. 41.) ' 


Crass VI.—Non-ErrecTIvE anD 
CHARITABLE SERVICES. 


(21.) £123,928, to complete the sum 
for Superannuation and Retired Allow- 
ances. 


(22.) £4,200, to complete the sum for 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, &c. 


(23.) £485,000, to complete the sum 
for Pauper Lunatics, England. 


(24.) £2,000, to complete the sum for 
Pauper Lunatics, Scotland. 


(25.) £800, to complete the sum for 
Pauper Lunatics, Ireland. 


(26.) £7,658, to complete the sum for 
Hospitals and Infirmaries, Ireland. 


(27.) £1,000, to complete the sum for 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies 
Deficiency. 


(28.) £1,111, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Al- 
lowances, Great Britain. 


(29.) £1,303, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Al- 
lowances, Ireland. 


Crass VII.—MIscetLanzovus. 


(30.) £13,331, to complete the sum 
for Temporary Commissions. 

(31.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £2,802, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for certain Mis- 
cellaneous Expenses.”’ 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
This is another instance of a Vote being 
taken on Account. I intended to move 
a reduction of this Vote by the sum of 
£6,000; but I cannot do so, for the 
reason that a Vote on Account has been 
had; and, again, I am compelled to 
divide the Committee on the entire Vote. 
Now, there is here a charge of £3,980 
for cost of robes and insignia for the 
Knights Companions and officers of the 
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several Orders of the Garter, the Bath, 
the Thistle, and St. Michael and St. 
George, and for the officers of the 
Heralds’ College. ‘Well, Sir, I have 
not the slightest objection to Gentlemen 
getting these Orders of Garters, Baths, 
and Thistles, or anything they like; what 
I object tois paying for them. I should 
like to know who are these Gentlemen. 
I am not one of them myself; but I 
gather that although, in some cases, 
they pay for these robes themselves, in 
others they do not. I should also like 
to know when a Knight of the Garter 
wears his robes? [The Cuancertor of 
the Excneqver: On State occasions. } 
Exactly. Iamataxpayer ; and my hon. 
Friends here are taxpayers ; we are not 
asked to attend on these State occasions, 
why, then, should we pay for them? I 
think it a perfect absurdity that persons 
in their senses should want to dress 
themselves up in these medizval dresses 
—however, if they do, let them pay for it. 
Then there is the Marshal of the Cere- 
monies, who isallowed £80. What does 
this Marshal do? He does absolutely 
nothing. He is one of those who attend 
on State occasions, and I presume he is 
accompanied by these nine trumpeters 
and one kettledrummer. Again, I say, 
let him go, by all means; but do not ask 
us to pay for it. Then we have £1,500 
for fees to heralds and others in respect 
of patents of creation issued from the 
Crown Office in Chancery. I see it is 
stated that these fees are now taken in 
stamps, and are, therefore, paid into the 
Exchequer; but I understand that they 
go into the pockets of the heralds. But 
what are these fees? I presume they 
are for Peerages. Well, then, let the 
Peers pay the fees. Why should we, 
the taxpayers, pay £1,500, because 
Gentlemen want to be created Peers by 
Her Majesty’s Government, and because 
we happen to have a herald who 
claims a fee whenever a creation takes 
place? AsI have said, I shall divide the 
Committee on this Vote. 

Sr HERBERT MAXWELL (A Lorp 
of the Treasury) (Wigton): I do not 
intend to trouble the Committee with 


any lengthened observations in reply to 
the characteristic remarks of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite in reference to the 
pageantry hitherto inseparable from his 
country. The fees in question are now 
paid directly into the Exchequer, and 
the heralds and officials of the Heralds’ 
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College are now paid by statute. With 
regard to the item for insignia and robes, 
I think the charge is for maintenance 
and repairs. [Au hon. Memper: Darn- 
ing.] These insignia do not become the 
2m tf of the Knights, but are only 
used by them during their installation, 
and are then returned. As to the pro- 
priety of maintaining that which has 
always been maintained in almost every 
civilized country—namely, a certain ex- 
penditure in regard to conferring upon 
individuals who have rendered dis- 
tinguished services to their country 
marks not only of the Royal favour, but 
of national gratitude, I think it will be 
scarcely necessary for me to say any- 
thing. I think that so long as public 
servants are content to receive these 
rewards in lieu of advances, and solong 
as such occasions occur as Royal Mar- 
riages, and the opening of Parliament 
by the Sovereign in person, when Foreign 
Ministers are in attendance, and when 
elaborate arrangements have to be made 
for the care and custody of these im- 
portant personages, these payments 
should be made. It would be impos- 
sible to allow these personages to wan- 
der about the place by themselves. It 
would not be in accordance with the 
courtesy and respect which we always 
show to Ambassadors and Representa- 
tivesof Foreign Powers. I think it would 
be false economy on the part of the hon. 
Gentleman to do away with this Vote, 
and the forms and ceremonies which it 
implies. 

Mr. J. ROWLANDS (Finsbury, E.): 
Are there any extraordinary Knights 
who do not pay fees ? 

Sm HERBERT MAXWELL: I 
think that when the Garter is conferred 
upon the Sovereign he does not pay the 
fees. Members of the Royal Family do 
not pay the fees. 

Mr. PIOTON (Leicester): I think 
we are entitled to know the names of 
those persons to whom the country owes 
so much, and who are treated with such 
marked gratitude by the nation. Is 
there any rule against making the names 
known? 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): Are we to understand that the 
pomp and pageantry inseparable from 
the Government of this country is car- 
ried on in second-hand clothes which 
it costs several hundred pounds a-year 
to mend ? 
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Tae CHANCELLOR or tue EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn CxvurcHitr) 
(Paddington, 8.): Whatever the coun- 
try does in the way of pomp and 

ageantry, it does it well. This item 
for repairs is not for repairing the 
robes, but the insignia, which, as the 
hon. Member knows, is jewellery, and 
may require re-setting, and soon. With 
regard to the fees, I believe that most 
Knights do not pay anything when the 
Order is conferred upon them; though 
when a person is made a Knight of the 
Garter I believe the payment required 
is £1,000. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: Do all 
the Knights pay that? 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
All the ordinary Knights pay it; but I 
believe fureign Sovereigns do not. The 
Orders of the Bath, St. Michael and 
St. George, St. Patrick, and the Thistle 
are conferred on Civil servants and so 
forth, gentlemen whose position does 
not enable them to pay heavy fees; and 
the arrangements as to fees are so made 
that the granting of these marks of dis- 
tinction me not impose a burden upon 
those who receive them. That, I think, 
is the proper explanation of the item. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 140; 
Noes 48: Majority 92. — (Div. List, 
No. 42.) 


Revenve DEPARTMENTS. 


(32.) £536,057, to complete the sum 
for Customs. 


(33.) £1,057,506, to complete the sum 
for Inland Revenue. 


(34.) £3,118,955, to complete the sum 
for the Post Office. 


(35.) £335,663, to complete the sum 
for the Post Office Packet Service. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I should 
like, if possible, to have some informa- 
tion from the Postmaster General as to 
whether he intends to do anything to 
accelerate the mails in the North and 
North-West of Scotland? The mail 
that leaves London at night for the 
West of Scotland goes to Stirling, 
where it remains two hours; and in- 
stead of getting to Oban at about 9 
o’clock, so as to enable it to be sent at 
once by the packets and steamers to the 
Western Islands, it does not get there 
until after 12 o’clock. The mail going 
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to Inverness gets there long before the 
one going to Oban reaches its destina- 
tion. The result of the present arrange- 
ment is that the entire service to the West 
of Scotland by steamers and mail packets 
is kept back by the mail being detained 
two hours at Stirling. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The question as 
to mail trains is not applicable to this 
Vote. 

Dr. CLARK : The packets are unable 
to leave. The letters, as I say, come 
from the South by train, and they have 
to go on by packet. If the mail trains 
were not delayed on the way the packets 
would be able to get started, and the 
letters would be all the sooner distri- 
buted. 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) : 
Though this matter is not strictly rele- 
vant to the Vote I may, perhaps, be 
permitted to say a word in reply to the 
hon. Member who has referred to it. The 
West side of Scotland has not yet occu- 
pied is attention, though the other side 
has. shall, however, now be glad to 
consider the requirements of the West 
side, and shall devote attention to the 
matter the hon. Gentleman has referred 
to, in order to see what can be done. 


Vote agreed to. 


(36.) £775,510, to complete the sum 
for the Post Office Telegraphs. 


Crass III.—Law anv Justice. 


(37.) £1,680, Supplementary, for Re- 
vising Barristers, England. 


(38.) £3,930, for the Crofters’ Com- 
mission. 


Crass IV.—Epvcarion, Scrence, 
AND ART. 


(39.) £5,000, for the Royal Univer- 
sity of Ireland. 


Crass VII.—MIsceLLaneovus. 


(40.) Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, 

‘That a sum, not exceeding £14,786, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of March 1887, 
for the repayment to the Civil Contingencies 
Fund of certain Miscellaneous Advances.” 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 


As a loyal subject of Her Majesty, and 
a great respecter of the Royal Family, 





I have always thought that one of the 
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greatest mistakes that successive Go- 
vernments make is to come on Parlia- 
ment for these small sums. I believe 
these sums have caused a great deal 
more irritation to the people of this 
country than the larger sums that are 
asked for for Her Majesty and the 
Royal Family, and the Relatives of Her 
Majesty who belong to other Royal 
Families. Now, you will find that when 
Members of the Royal Family travel 
in England they either take the ordinary 
train, or a special train, and pay their 
fares themselves. A Member of the 
Royal Family on his way to the Conti- 
nent, however, pays his own fare down 
to Dover ; but when he arrives at Dover 
the country is called on to provide a 
private steam packet for him at a cost 
of £40. There are generally two 
packets there with private cabins; and 
I do not see why Members of the Royal 
Family should not use those packets 
precisely as they use the ordinary train. 
If they like to take a private packet let 
them pay for it themselves. There has 
been, for many years, in this House a 
very strong objection to these payments. 
If we were only called upon to make 
them when the Heir to the Throne goes 
on official business to the Continent we 
should not object; but we feel that 
when he goes on his own private busi- 
ness we should not be called upon to 
pay £40 as the expense of his going 
there, and £40 as the expense of his 
coming back. But it is not only His 
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales 
whose expenses we have to pay in this 
way. We have to dealin the same way 
with the Duke and Duchess of Con- 
naught, the Duke of Cambridge, and 
other Royal personages. They all take 
these private packets, and we are called 
on to pay for them. But that is not all. 
We have, in the same way, to pay part 
of the travelling expenses of His Royal 
Highness the Grand Duke of Hesse. 
Every time he comes here we have to 
pay £40. Why should we do that? I 
have no doubt that this illustrious per- 
sonage is very much respected by his 
own subjects, and if he comes here we 
are ready to welcome him and speed the 
parting guest; but why should we pay 
for his crossing the Channel? hy 
should we pay £40 for the Grand 
Duchess of Mecklenburg to come here, 
and £40 for her to go back? We do 
more than that in the case of Her 


{Szrrzmpzk 17, 1886} 





Royal or Her Serene Highness, for 
when she feels inclined to come to 
England she orders a steam packet at 
our expense, and when she changes her 
mind and does not come we are charged 
demurrage. Then there is the Duchess 
of Teck, a very 8 ee Princess, but 
not even the child or the grandchild of 
the Sovereign, yet we have to pay for 
her trips to the Continent. We know 
that we are so fortunate as to possess a 
very large Royal Family ; that there are 
a very large number of grandchildren 
to the present Sovereign ; and it is rather 
a serious thing to contemplate the ex- 
pense we may ultimately be called upon 
to bear if we have to pay £80 every time 
one of these grandchildren wishes to go 
to the Continent. I know what the 
defence is for this expenditure ; I have 
heard it a hundred times from the Front 
Bench opposite. I have been told, and 
I presume I shall hear it again to-night, 
that the Fleet belongs to Her Majesty, 
and that Her Majesty has got the right 
to order a ship of war to come to Dover, 
or to go to Oalais, to convey one of Her 
Relatives from or to this country when- 
ever she likes. We shall be told that 
if we do not hire these private steamers 
Her Majesty will do this. I have far 
too great a respect for Her Majesty to 
believe that she would do anything of 
the sort; but, even if she would do so, 
at any rate she might as well try it. 
If Her Majesty were to employ a ship 
of the Navy, at a large cost, for trans- 
porting Members of Her Family across 
the Channel, we might then have to 
consider what course we ought to take 
to save the expenditure. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That a sum, not exceeding £14,172, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March 1887, 
for the repayment to the Civil Contingencies 
Fund of certain Miscellaneous Advances.’’— 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I see an 
item here upon which I should like 
some information—namely, for the Right 
Hon. John Naish, late Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland, £903. I cannot think that 
that sum is for repairing his robes; I 
cannot think his robes want repairing, 
seeing that he was only five weeks Lord 
Chancellor before the Liberal Govern- 
ment was overturned. Surely, in five 
weeks, his robes could not have been 
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damaged to the extent of £903. We 
have another Irish Lord Chancellor 
now, and he will probably be in the 
same position with regard to this allow- 
ance. We have been having Lord Chan- 
cellors appointed rather frequently of 
late, an should like to know how 
much of this money is spent if a man 
only serves five weeks? Even so short 
an appointment as five weeks entitles a 
man to an enormous pension ever after- 
wards. I wish to know whether, if a 
Lord Chancellor were re-appointed, this 
item under discussion would be again 
charged ? 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Apparently 
this item of £900 is for equipage. I do 
not know Mr. John Naish personally ; 
but although he received a large allow- 
ance for equipage, which of course 
means carriages and horses, I believe 
that, so far as the inhabitants of Dublin 
are aware, he never used even so much 
as a donkey cart. 

Tue SECRETARY ro rae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): The 
item which is called equipage money is 
a sum which is payable on the appoint- 
ment of the Lord Chancellor. It is not 
paid twice to the same individual ; there- 
fore, on the second appointment, the 
sum will not be paid. 

Mr. DILLON : I think that after the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman further 
explanation is necessary. It certainly 
appears from these Estimates that this 
sum is paid to the Lord Chancellor on 
his second appointment. We want to 
know whether that is so or not ? 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
The hon. Gentleman (Mr. Jackson) will 
see that £923 1s. 6d. is paid on the 
appointment of the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland. This is his second appoint- 
ment within a year. 

Mr. JACKSON: The hon. Member 
(Mr. T. W. Russell) well knows that 
these Estimates were prepared last year, 
and I think he will find that the state- 
ment I made—{An hon. Memser: This 
is a Supplementary Estimate.] Yes; 
but it was paid out of the Civil Con- 
tingencies Fund. I think the explanation 
I have given is correct—namely, that 
the money will not be paid twice. I 
trust the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Northampton (Mr. Labouchere) will 
not press his Motion to a division. He 
suggests that one of the ships of the 
Navy might be used for the conveyance 
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of distingui persons; but I think 
he knows ectly well that there is 
hardly a ship in the Navy that could go 
into the harbours. Besides, I under- 
stand—and this, I think, will commend 
itself to the hon. Member—that even if 
one of the ships of the Navy was brought 
into requisition, the actual cost of the 
coal used would be more than the sum 
that is paid for these packets. 

Mr. J. ROWLANDS (Finsbury, E.): 
Some of us are not particularly anxious 
to use either men-of-war, or to pay for 
special packets, for the conveyance of 
these distinguished personages across 
the Channel. If these journeys have to 
be undertaken, I cannot understand why 
they should not be paid for by the per- 
sons taking them. 

Tae CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE.- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpu CxuRcHIL1) 
(Paddington, 8.): Until hon. Gentlemen 
are prepared to make a considerable 
change in the Constitution, they must 
bear in mind that the Navy is the 
Queen’s Navy, and that the ships of the 
Navy are the Queen’s ships; and that, 
therefore, the Queen is perfectly entitled 
to use the ships of the Navy for the con- 
veyance of such persons as may be con- 
venient to the Royal pleasure. As a 
matter of fact, the chartering of these 
packets is a more economical way of 
conveying distinguished persons to and 
from this country than the employment 
of what it would be within the right of 
Her Majesty to os Miia large man-of- 
war or a large yacht. 

Me. PICTON (Leicester): I do not 
quite understand the argument of the 
noble Lord (Lord Randolph Churchill). 
Our Parks are called the Queen’s Parks ; 
but I do not understand that Her Ma- 
jesty can make any special use of them 
for herself. I protest against the mere 
use of a ceremonial formula to justify the 
expenditure of £40 every time an august 
Family or a Member of an august Family 
wishes to cross the Channel. The Navy 
belongs to Her Majesty, as representing 
and impersonating the nation, and not 
as her private property. Ido not think 
the reason given by the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for this 
expenditure is at all a valid one. 

rn. CLARK: I hope my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Labouchere) will take a division 
upon this Vote as a protest on behalf of 
the unfortunate travellers who, when 
they come down to Dover or Calais, find 
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that the best and most boat is 
engaged for the conveyance of a distin- 
guished person, and that they have to 
cross the Channel in one of the wretched 
cargo boats. I remember that not long 
ago, when one of these wretched cargo 
steamers was crossing the Channel with 
pessengers, the regular packet baving 

een engaged for the conveyance of a 
distinguished person, it broke down, 
and the passengers were eight or nine 
hours in the Channel at the mercy of 
the wind and waves. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 48; 
Noes 126: Majority 78.—(Div. List, 
No. 43.) 

Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported Zo-morrow. 


SUPPLY.—REPORT. 
Resolutions [16th September ] reported. 


Resolutions 1 to 5, inclusive, agreed 
to. 


Resolution 6 read a first and second 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mrz. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): On 
this Vote I should like to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) two 
questions—namely, if any information 
has come into his ession recently in 
regard to the action of the Land Com- 
missioners in instructing their solicitor 
to proceed against certain glebe pur- 
chasers in Ireland for arrears which the 
Land Commissioners knew the men 
could not pay; and, also, if he can see 
his way to include the case of the glebe 

urchasers within the purview of the 
inquiry which is about to be held into 
the condition of agriculture in Ireland ? 
All the glebe purchasers in Ireland are 
very anxious that the scope of the in- 
quiry should be so extended as to include 
their case. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micuazt Hicxs-Bracn) 


(Bristol, W.): I have no information 
as to the first question of the hon. Mem- 
ber (Mr. M. J. Kenny). As to the second 
question, I may say I have already been 
in communication with some Gentlemen, 
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Members of this House, who have in- 
terested themselves on behalf of the 
glebe purchasers; but I do not see how 
the case of the glebe purchasers could 
come within the purview of the inquiry. 
They are not tenants, but owners under 
the provisions of the Irish Church Act. 
They do not come under the Land Act 
of 1881, into the operation of which the 
Commission is to inquire. For that rea- 
son I do not see how their case can be 
inquired into. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: Is it not pos- 
sible to extend the scope of the inquiry? 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: 
No; not to include their case. I think 
I have already said, in answer to a Ques- 
tion, that I will look into the matter, 
and see whether anything can be done 
to improve the position of these pur- 
chasers. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: The right hon. 
Gentleman has said these men are not 
tenants, but owners; they can, however, 
be ejected. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: 
They are there in the position of mort- 
gagees. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions 7 and 8, severally, agreed 
to. 


Resolution 9 read a first and second 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
In consequence of the answer I received 
earlier in the Sitting from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary (Sir 
Michael Hicks-Beach), I desire to raise 
the question of the accommodation of 
certain Presbyterian prisoners in Ire- 
land. Of course, I wish to acknowledge 
the courtesy of the right hon. Gentleman. 
I am quite certain the statement he made 
in reply to my question must have been 
put into his hands by the officers whose 
conduct is complained of. It is a fact 
that eight Presbyterian prisoners were 
sent from Belfast to Kilkenny Gaol in 
the month of June, and not only werethey 
there denied the services of the Presby- 
terian minister at Kilkenny, but every 
effort made by the Kilkenny Presby- 
terian minister to see the prisoners was 
objected to by the officer in authority. 
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In short, the men were denied the minis- 
trations of their own clergymen. It is 
no answer to say that six of the prisoners 
expressed themselves satisfied with the 
ministrations of the Episcopalian clergy- 
man. There is another point to which 
I would like the Chief Secretary to direct 
his attention, and it is that the Presby- 
terians have no representative on the 
Prisons Board — they have very little 
representation on any public Board in 
Ireland—and as the Member for a con- 
stituency largely Presbyterian I think it 
well to say there is a very bitter and 
strong poerng wing up on this ques- 
tion. I should like some assurance from 
the Chief Secretary that during the 
Recess he will look into the matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman did not answer 
the last part of the question I put to 
him earlier. I asked him to say if care 
will be taken in future that such a 
thing as occurred at Kilkenny will not 
happen again, and that Pascestetions 
will not be sent to prisons where they 
are denied the right to the ministrations 
of their own clergymen. It does not 
follow, because the Presbyterian Church 
furnishes so few prisoners, that prisoners 
of that persuasion ought to be neglected 
in the matter of religious ministrations. 
Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal. E.): I Tr7 with the hon. 
ember (Mr. T. W. Russell) in the com- 
plaint he has put forward. I have my- 
self known cases in which Roman Ca- 
tholic prisoners have been refused the 
ministration of clergymen of their own 
Church. In matters of this kind we are 
quite as ready to speak in the interest 
of Episcopalians as we are in the in- 
terest of members of our own Church; 
and, therefore, I express a hope that the 
Government will see that when Presby- 
terian prisoners are removed from Bel- 
fast to places like Kilkenny, the Presby- 
terian minister there shall be allowed to 
have reasonable access to the prison. 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hioxs - Beacn) 
(Bristol, W.): I can assure the hon. 
Member that there is no desire to pre- 
vent reasonable access being had to 
risoners by the clergymen of the 
hurches of which they are members, 
and the matter shall not be lost sight of. 
Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I think 
the Presbyterian ministers have far 
more favours shown them than is de- 
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do not give any ministerial services 
unless they are paid for. If the minister 
in the neighbourhood has any zeal for 
his religion, one would think that he 
would attend prisoners without a special 
payment. Perhaps the case pote ry be 
met by making a capitation grant. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Remaining Resolutions agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Resolved, That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to Her Majesty for the service 
of the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1887, the sum of £20,089,689 be granted out of 
the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 
House adjourned at Three o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Saturday, 18th September, 1886. 


—— 


The House met at Twelve of the 
clock. 


MINUTES. }]—Svurrry—considered in Committee 
Resolutions [September 17] reported. 

Ways anp Means—considered in Committee— 
Resolution [September 17} reported. 

Pustic Brut — Ordered — First Reading — 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 


QUESTION. 
I) 


POOR LAW (ENGLAND AND WALES)— 
AGED COUPLES IN WORKHOUSES. 


Mr. CHARLES W. GRAY (Essex, 
Maldon) asked the President of the 
Local Government Board, Whether he 
will inquire into the cases of Phil- 
pots ro wife, and Edwards and wife, 
aged paupers of the Hastings Work- 
house, who against their wishes are 
separated; and, if the Local Govern- 
ment Board will consider the advisa- 
bility of taking steps to alter a long- 
existing arrangement at the infirmary 
of the Halstead (Essex) Workhouse, by 
which invalids, both on the male and 
on the female side, are placed in a small 


sirable. I know that those gentlemen | day ward with idiots and imbeciles ? 


Mr. T. W. Russell 
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Taz PRESIDENT (Mr... Riroure) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): I will 
inquire into the circumstances of 
the case, and if the Guardians have 
not provided proper accommodation I 
will see that the matter is attended to. 
I have at present no information as to 
the arrangement alluded to, at the Hal- 
stead Workhouse; but the matter will 
receive my attention. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Ordered, That, on Monday next, the Order 
of the 3rd day of September, giving prece- 
dence tojall stages of the Appropriation Bill, be 
suspended.—(Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
—_o—— 
SUPPLY.—REPORT. 


Resolutions [17th September] re- 
ported. 


Resolutions 1 to 12, inclusive, agreed 
to. 

(13.) “ That a sum, not exceeding £62,010, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defraythe Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March 1887, for the Ex- 
penses of Her Majesty’s Embassies and Mis- 
sions Abroad.” 


EGYPT (FINANCE, &c.) — THE 5 PER 
CENT DEDUCTION FROM THE COU- 
PONS—REPAYMENT BY ENGLAND. 

OBSERVATIONS. 


Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.), in rising to draw attention 
to the announcement made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer towards 
the close of the previous day’s Sitting, 
that it was intended to devote a sum of 
£200,000 towards the repayment of 5 
per cent which had been deducted from 
the coupons of the Egyptian bond- 
holders, said, that although the an- 
nouncement of the noble Lord was un- 
doubtedly of a startling character, it 
had not received the discussion which 
its importance demanded. He was 
inclined to believe that this sum was 
offered as a sort of bribe to the bond- 
holders and the Foreign Powers, at the 
expense of the British taxpayers, for the 
purpose of securing a sullen acquies- 
cence on their part in the British occu- 
pation of Egypt. His contention was 
that the surplus out of which it was 
proposed to make the payment was not 
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areal, but a sham surplus. He asserted, 
without fear of contradiction, that it 
was a sham surplus obtained by borrow- 
ing. There was, however, something 
much more serious beyond. He was 
afraid that the Egyptian fellahs had 
been very much squeezed in order to 
keep up a very severe revenue system, 
and that no allowance had been made 
for the depreciation of agricultural value. 
It might be possible in future years to 
make Egypt pay; but it could only be 

one on one condition, and that was 
that the expense of defending Egypt 
from foreign and other enemies was 
placed upon the British taxpayer. Such 
a course would, in his opinion, be most 
unjustifiable; but as long as the neces- 
sity existed it was improper to say that 
any surplus existed in Egypt. The ex- 
pense of the British occupation of Egypt 
and of the employment of the military 
there was very large indeed. The ex- 
traordinary charges on account of Egypt 
exceeded £1,000,000; and, taking other 
matters into consideration, the cost 
would amount at least to £2,000,060 or 
£3,000,000 per annum. But we gave 
even more than that, because the 
Egyptian Revenue was swelled by the 
Customs duties and the cost of the trans- 
port of the Army by railway. All 
these things involved the expenditure 
of British money, and the cost of the 
movement of British troops in Egypt 
was a very large item indeed. If hon. 
Members would inquire into the matter, 
they would find that, in truth, not one 
farthing of the £200,000 paid in by 
Egypt was a reality; and, in point of 
fact, the major part of the money came 
from the pockets of the British tax- 
payer. He was sure the Secretary of 
State for War, of all persons, must be 
most anxious to substitute an Egyptian 
Army forthe British Army, now suffer- 
ing so much in health and costing so 
much. But if an Egyptian Army was to 
be substituted, somebody must pay for 
it. At present the Egyptian Budget 
only allowed for an expenditure upon a 
Native Army which would be altogether 
inadequate for the defence of the coun- 
try. He failed to understand why we 
alone of all the nations of the world 
should be required to pay for the de- 
fence of Egypt, surrounded as she was 
by warlike tribes always ready to pounce 
upon her. Other countries had quite as 
much interest in the defence of Egypt 
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as this country, and ought to contribute 
to the necessary expenditure. The 
arrangement by which we received 
£200,000 for the expense we incurred 
in the defence of Egypt was not 
an international arrangement that 
bound us for any time, but was an 
arrangement during pleasure, which 
might be put an end to at any moment. 
In the present circumstances of Egypt 
we were bound to put an end to the 
arrangement, which was a most shame- 
ful one towards the British taxpayer, 
who had to pay an unreal surplus where 
there was no real surplus at all. Any 
surplus whatever ought to be applied to 
the relief of the burden upon the British 
taxpayers and to the cost of the Army 
engaged in the defence of Egypt, in- 
stead of being handed over to the bond- 
holders. The bondholders were in the 
position of creditors to a bankrupt 
estate, and they should be bound to pay 
the cost of keeping the estate going. 
They were not entitled to receive the in- 
terest of the debt due to them in full, 
while others were paying for the defence 
of the country from which they derived all 
the benefit. Even if there were a real 
surplus, which he entirely disputed, it 
ought to be devoted to the relief of the 
British taxpayer from part of the burden 
imposed on him in defending the coun- 
try. The announcement of the noble 
Lord, therefore, that the sum of 
£200,000 was to be surrendered in 
order to repay the 5 per cent deducted 
from the interest on the coupons of the 
bondholders was most startling, and it 
altogether reversed the principle laid 
down by the late Government, that the 
creditors in possession should pay some- 
thing towards keeping the concern 
going. The principle was asserted by 
deducting the 5 per cent; and if we 
gave up that we should get absolutely 
nothing. To his mind, it was evident 
that it was only a bribe to foreign 
financiers to induce them to give a 
sullen acquiescence to our continued 
occupation of Egypt. 

Tae CHANCELLOR ortuz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn CxurcHiL1) 
(Paddington, S.): The question which 
the hon. Gentleman opposite has raised 
is, no doubt, one of the highest import- 
ance, and I make no complaint whatever 
against the hon. Gentleman for having 
given expression to his views in this 

ouse. At the same time, I must point 
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out to him that to-day at half-past 12 
he is simply repeating word for word 
what he stated earlier in the morning at 
nevk ee 2; and, moreover, that that 
which he stated at half-past 2 was com- 
pletely and ably answered by my right 
hon. Friend the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign A ffairs(Sir James Fergusson). 
The hon. Gentleman seems to forget, or 
to be callous to the fact, that he, although 
a typical representative of ‘dear old 
Scotland,” has been pouring volumes of 
censure on the head of the late Prime 
Minister, the right hon. Member for Mid 
Lothian. He has censured without stint, 
and without any measure whatever, the 
occupation of Egypt, the financial ar- 
rangements of Egypt, the Soudan Cam- 
paign, and everything connected with 
Egypt. [Sir G@eorez Campsett: I always 
did so.] I must take entire issue with 
the hon. Gentleman upon that point. I 
was a close attendant in the last Parlia- 
ment, and I have no recollection of 
hearing on the part of the hon. Gentle- 
man anything so unlimited in the shape 
of censure. He is forgetful, or callous 
to the fact, that for neither the occupation 
of Egypt, nor the financial arrangements 
of Egypt, nor the Soudan Campaign, 
nor anything connected with Egypt, is 
the present Government in the least re- 
sponsible. The whole responsibility for 
the arrangement which the hon. Mem- 
ber holds up to execration as being the 
most infamous arrangement ever made 
by any country rests with the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Mid Lothian, 
of whom the hon. Gentleman professes 
to be so warm a supporter. Having 
made these remarks, Levill now pass on 
to the particular point which seems more 
than any other to exercise the mind of 
the hon. Member. He declares that the 
repayment in 1887 of 5 per cent on the 
coupons deducted from the bondholders 
in 1885 would be an act of gross iniquity. 
It is not my business to gama an 
opinion on that matter. It may be so; 
I cannot say. All I have to point out to 
the hon. Member is that neither the 
Egyptian Government nor Her Majesty’s 
Government have the slightest option in 
the matter. They are bound by inter- 
national engagements with the Powers— 
engagements, again, concluded by the 
late Government and the right hon. 
Member for Mid Lothian. If the late 
Government—or, I would be more cor- 
rect in saying, the right hon. Member 
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for Mid Lothian’s second Government— 
made a bad bargain, that is no affair of 
the present Government. All that we 
have to do with is this—they entered 
into solemn and binding engagements, 
with the consent of Egypt, with the 
European Powers, and these engage- 
ments it is our duty to carry out, and we 
are not at liberty to repudiate engage- 
ments which are disagreeable to us, and 
to insist on carrying out only those which 
are pleasant to us. Our duty isto carry 
out all our engagements with Foreign 
Powers. The case stands thus—the 
Egyptian Government are bound to the 
Powers by the Declaration and Conven- 
tion of the 17th and 18th of March 1885, 
and by the Khedivial Decree of the 27th 
of July, to keep the charge on the yearly 
Revenue for administration expenditure 
within £5,237,000. It is absolutely out 
of the power of the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, or of Her Majesty’s Government, 
to increase the expenditure for adminis- 
tration over and above that sum. As a 
matter of fact, it is limited by Treaty ; 
and any surplus on the year’s receipts is 
to be paid over to the Commissioners of 
the Public Debt for the purpose of 
making good the deduction of 5 percent 
from the interest on the several Egyptian 
loans sanctioned by the Convention. 
Again, I would entreat the hon. Member 
to recollect that we have no power to 
escape from that engagement. Egypt 
is bound next year, if there is a sur- 
plus over this £5,237,000, and must 
automatically repay the deduction of 
5 per cent on the coupons. We 
have absolutely no power in the mat- 
ter. But I must point out to the 
hon. Gentleman what the alternative 
would be, because it may be considered 
by many persons that we have made 
a good bargain in the matter. What is 
the alternative of our not paying? Sup- 
pose the Egyptian Government goes to 
the Great Powers and says that it is un- 
able to pay? In that case the only 
alternative is an International Commis- 
sion to examine into the finances of 
Egypt. The hon. Gentleman is quite as 
entitled as I am to form an opinion upon 
that subject; but I will state to the 
House that, in my opinion, and in the 
opinion, I believe, of all my Colleagues, 
the alternative of an International Com- 
mission would be a much greater evil to 
Egypt than the course now proposed to 
be taken. An International Commission 
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might certainly represent in a very direct 
and sive manner the interests of 
those bondholders from whom the hon. 
Member is extremely anxious to protect 
the people of Egypt. From the whole 
tone of the hon. Member’s remarks it is 
obvious to me that he has not examined 
the subject with that care which he 
should have exercised if he felt himself 
entitled to make such a sweeping con- 
demnation of the course pursued by the 
late Government. He cannot have ex- 
amined the legal position and obligations 
of Egypt to the Powers. He cannot 
have reflected for a moment on the abso- 
lute obligation imposed upon this Go- 
vernment by our presence in Egypt to 
support the Egyptian Government in 
fulfilling these obligations towards the 
Powers of Europe. At this period of 
the Session, I do not think it is desirable 
to enter into an elaborate review of the 
whole of this most melancholy story of 
our intervention in Egypt. We are not 
in any way responsible for anything that 
is taking place, and we cannot be held 
responsible. I certainly, for one, am 
not responsible, either directly or in- 
directly, because I have protested against 
the course which this country has pur- 
sued in reference to Egypt from be- 
ginning toend. But, being in Egypt, 
and having incurred enormous respon- 
sibility by our being there, the Govern- 
ment are perfectly determined to fulfil 
all the responsibilities and obligations 
imposed upon them by the Convention. 
We are bound to do so by honour and 
duty alike; and we will not give up our 
work or withdraw from our mission in 
Egypt until these responsibilities and 
obligations have been altogether and 
faithfully fulfilled. 


Resolution agreed to. 
Resolutions 14 to 33, inclusive, agreed to. 


(34.) ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £3,118,955, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March 1887, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Post Office Services, the 
Expenses of Post Offive Savings Banks, and 
Government Annuities and Insurances, and the 
Collection of the Post Office Revenue.” 


POST OFFICE—THE MEDICAL STAFF. 
OBSERVATION. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) said, he had intended to call at- 
tention to the oppressive conduct of the 
Medical Staff at the Post Office; but as 
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the Postmaster General was not in his 
place, he would call attention to the sub- 
ject upon some stage of the Appropria- 
tion Bill. 


POST OFFICE—SUCCESS OF THE SIX- 
PENNY TELEGRAM SYSTEM. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) said, that he had also intended 
to put a Question to the Postmaster 
General on the subject of the results 
which had been obtained from the 
introduction of 6d. telegrams. When 
the Post Office Vote was taken at 3 
o’clock in the morning, it was not to be 
expected that every Member of the 
House would be in his place; but when 
the Report was brought up it might have 
been anticipated that some observations 
would be made. However, as the right 
hon. Gentleman was not present, he 
would defer his remarks until the second 
reading of the Appropriation Bill. 

Resolution agreed to. 

Remaining Resolutions agreed to, 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Resolution [September 17] reported, 
and agreed to. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
MOTION FOR LEAVE. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

‘‘That leave be given to bring in a Bill to 
apply a sum out of the Consolidated Fund to 
the service of the year ending on the thirty- 
first day of March, one thousand eight hundred 
and eighty-seven, and to appropriate the Sup- 
plies granted in this Session of Parliament.’’— 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


POST OFFICE—SUCCESS OF THE SIX- 
PENNY TELEGRAM SYSTEM. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) said, that as the Postmaster 
General was at that moment in his place, 
he would take the opportunity of put- 
ting the Question to him which he had 
intended to put on the Report of Supply. 
He wanted to know what had been the 
financial result of the introduction of 6d. 
telegrams? It was now nearly a year 
since the cost of telegrams was reduced ; 
and he thought it would be for the con- 
venience of the public and of the House 
if the right hon. Gentleman would state 
whether the result had been satisfactory 
or not? He believed there had been a 
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great increase in the number of tele- 
grams sent; but he wished to know 
whether there had been any actual in- 
crease of revenue? It was desirable to 
know what the total result of the change 
had been ; and whether the total income 
derived from this source had resulted in 
an increase or in a loss to the revenue ? 

Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) 
said, he must apologize to hon. Gentle- 
men for his absence at the moment 
when the Report of Supply was brought 
on. He had not expected that the 
Resolution relating to the Post Office 
Vote would have been reached so 
early. He was afraid that he could 
not at present give a perfectly com- 
plete reply to the right hon. Member 
for Bradford ; but he might say that the 
estimate of last year of the receipts 
from the 6d. telegrams had been ex- 
ceeded. It would be indiscreet to say 
that this increase would continue, or 
even that the number would be main- 
tained, because it might have been due 
to special causes. The experience of the 
Department was too recent to enable a 
conclusive opinion to be formed; but, 
as a matter of fact, during the first part 
of the year it appeared as if the esti- 
mate of loss, which had been fixed at 
£20,000, would be exceeded. But— 
owing, perhaps, to the General Election 
and other causes—the number of tele- 
rams had been materially increased 
) a the last quarter, and during the 
last 12 weeks he believed the number 
was more than 1,000,000 «-week, the 
largest number under the 1s. system 
having been 750,000 in one week. But 
he could not strike a balance of profit 
and loss, or say whether the recent in- 
crease was due to the action of only 
temporary causes, until he saw more of 
the results of the financial year. Of 
course, this great increase lad entailed 
increased expenditure; but he must re- 
frain from giving any speculative opinion 
upon the matter for fear that he might 
mislead the House. On the whole, he 
might say that the experiment which had 
been made in reducing the price of tele- 
grams to 6d. had, it appeared to him, 
borne fruit more speedily than was an- 
ticipated. He was inclined to hope that, 
instead of exceeding the estimate of 
loss as was at one time feared, the loss 
due to the new system in the present 
year would certainly fall short of the 
estimate; and that, in fact, there was 
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every reason to hope thaf, in a com- 
ewer short time, the revenue would 
equal to the expenditure. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to say what the 
percentage of increase in the telegrams 
had been in the course of the year— 
what, for instance, was the percentage 
in the increase of the number at present 
over the number last year before the 
rate was reduced ? 

Mr. RAIKES: I will endeavour to 
obtain the information. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE: I told the 
righthon. Gentleman privately that it was 
part of the information I should ask for. 

Mr. RAIKES said, that he was sorry 
that he had been unable to obtain the 
information, and that he was, therefore, 
prevented at that moment from giving 
it; indeed, he was afraid it would be 
impossible, for the purpose the right 
hon. Gentleman desired, to attempt at 
the present moment to give any com- 
parison between the number of tele- 
grams received in any one week in the 
present year with the number received 
in the corresponding week last year 
before the reduction came into operation. 
He could only promise that he would 
make an endeavour to procure the infor- 
mation which the right hon. Gentleman 
desired. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE said, he 
would repeat the Question on the second 
reading of the Appropriation Bill. 


POST OFFICE—THE MEDICAL STAFF, 
OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said, he desired to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the conduct of the 
medical staff of the Post Office, which 
he alleged to be oppressive so far as the 
employés were concerned, ‘and injurious 
to the publicinterests. Public attention 
had been prominently called to the sub- 
ject by the death of Mr. Billinghurst, an 
official in the Telegraph Department of 
the Post Office. The Postmaster General, 
when his attention was called to the case, 
said that it was a most melancholy occur- 
rence, and he quite agreed with the 
terms in which the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke. The right hon. Gentleman, how- 
ever, went on to say that, in his opinion, 
no blame attached to the medical staff 
of the Post Office in the matter. He 
was at direct issue with the right hon. 
Gentleman on that point; and what he 
wished to ascertain was whether it was 
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really true that no one was to blame in 
the matter, or whether the death of Mr. 
Billinghurst— and he was afraid the 
deaths of other officers similarly situated 
—were not the probable consequence of 
the system which now prevailed among 
the medical staff of the Post Office? He 
had been at great pains to make personal 
inquiries into this particular case andinto 
others, and he was satisfied that there 
was ample justification for an inquiry. 
It was obvious that this was not a Party 
question. He was sure hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, equally with himself, would 
condemn any act that partook of the 
nature of oppression or cruelty to a 
public servant. He admitted at the out- 
set that the medical staff of the Post 
Office had difficult duties to perform, 
and he did not pretend that the office 
was either easy or pleasant. But the 
emoluments were not inconsiderable, and 
the members of the staff were not pre- 
cluded from taking private practice. 
He therefore thought that it might be 
fairly demanded from the staff that 
there should be a careful and discrimi- 
nating system of examination—a system 
which should, on the one hand, be tho- 
roughly efficient, as far as the public in- 
terests were concerned, and should not, 
on the other, be oppressive towards the 
public servants. The practice at the 
Post Office was this. hen an officer 
was absent from his employment for 
more than a day he was compelled to 
forward a medical certificate; and the 
complaint he (Mr. Pickersgill) had to 
make in the case of Mr. Billinghurst 
arose from the fact that in that instance 
the medical certificate sent to the Post 
Office had been ignored. He had been in 
communication with several eminent me 
dical men, and oneofthemfranklytold him 
that there were medical practitioners in 
London and elsewhere who would give a 
certificate without any real examination 
of the patient, and really upon the ipse 
dizit of the patient himself. Therefore, 
it was not to be expected that the medical 
staff of the Post Office should neces- 
sarily accept every medical certificate 
submitted to them. At the same time, 
they ought to be guided by the etiquette 
of the Profession, and whenever a me- 
dical certificate was forwarded to them 
they were bound to exercise the greatest 
possible care, first, as to summoning the 

atient to the Post Office, and, secondly, 
in examining him when he presented 


himself. Until the medical officer of the 
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Post Office did that he was not entitled 
to ignore the medical certificate. He 
had not only made a personal inquiry 
into this case, but also into several 
others, with which, however, he would 
not trouble the House. He would, how- 
ever, mention that in one case where the 
patient had a certificate that he was 
unfit for duty, all that the medical 
officer of the Post Office did was to look 
at his tongue and feel his pulse. Now, 
he maintained that an examination of 
that kind was not only unprofessional. 
but dangerous. Mr. Billinghurst died 
on August 9. He had been absent from 
duty from July 10 until the 23rd, and he 
received a medical certificate from a 
doctor at Dalston, which was duly for- 
warded to the Post Office. On the 23rd 
he attended by order of the Post Office 
to be examined by the medical officer of 
the Department. He was seen by Dr. 
Sinclair, and Mr. Steet was also in the 
room, and what took place was only 
known to those two gentlemen. The 
account given by Mr. Billinghurst to his 
father, mother, and brother—an account 
repeated by him on his death-bed, and 
therefore invested with all the solemnity 
of a dying declaration—was that Dr. 
Sinclair told him he was making a fuss 
about nothing. and that he must resume 
duty at once. Mr. Billiughurst said 
that he was too weak ; and, to quote his 
own words, he had a regular row with 
the doctor, when he obtained an exten- 
sion of leave from Friday until Monday. 
He regarded his return to duty on Mon- 
day as compulsory, and exhibited the 
greatest possible concern about it. It 
was only fair to say that the medical 
officers of the Post Office gave a diffe- 
rent account of the interview. They 
said thet Mr. Billinghurst told them he 
was feeling much better, and would be 
able to resume duty on the following 
Monday. Well, it would be unbecom- 
ing in him (Mr. Pickersgill) to charge 
officers of the Crown with any delibe- 
rate misstatement. He would not do 
it, but would simply leave the conflict 
of evidence which had taken place upon 
this matter as he had stated it to the 
judgment of the House. It was not 


disputed that from the Monday on 
which he returned to duty—that was 
to say, from Monday, July 26, to Sa- 
turday, July, 31— Mr. Billinghurst 
was on duty. On the Tuesday he con- 
sulted the medical officer again, and 


Mr. Pickeragill 
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again on the Friday; and then on the 
following Monday, August 2, which was 
a Bank Holiday, Mr. Billinghurst was 
taken by his father in a cab to consult 
Dr. Edward Clapton, of London Bridge, 
and from him he obtained a certificate 
of unfitness for duty. On the Thursday 
in that week Mr. Billinghurst was or- 
dered to attend the medical officer of 
the Post Office, if able to leave the 
house. It would be as well to point 
out that the medical officer had seen 
Mr. Billinghurst only on the previous 
Friday, and that, subsequent to the 
Friday, he had had in his possession 
a certificate that Mr. Billinghurst was 
unfit for duty, signed by a man so emi- 
nent in his profession as Dr. Edward 
Clapton. In these cireumstances, and 
carefully weighing both sides of the 
question, he (Mr. Pickersgill) had no 
hesitation in saying that the summons 
of August 5 requiring Mr. Billinghurst 
to attend at the Post Office, if able to 
leave the house, was a most injudicious, 
harassing, and unprofessional act on the 
part of the medical officer of the Post 
Office. Mr. Billinghurst did not attend, 
but sent a certificate from Dr. Wads- 
worth, of Dalston, who had stated that 
on August 6. Mr. Billinghurst was in a 
dying state. On August 9 the medical 
otficer of the Post Office asked the dying 
man to forward a certificate of the na- 
ture of the fever that he was alleged to 
be suffering from, and the reply received 
was that Mr. Billinghurst had already 
died of typhoid fever. Of course, he 
(Mr. Pickersgill) did not for'a moment 
desire to maintain that the medical staff 
of the Post Office were so inhuman as 
knowingly and wilfully to harass a dying 
man; but what he submitted to the 
Postmaster General, and what he wished 
to force upon his attention, was this— 
that it was the natural ‘and probable 
consequence of the present careless sys- 
tem of the medical officers of the Post 
Office that there should be a recurrence 
at not unfrequent intervals of what the 
right hon. Gentleman himself styled 
‘‘melancholy events.’’ He desired also 
to point out that this system was not 
ouly oppressive to the staff, but that it 
was also very injurious to the public 
interest, and he would tell the right hon. 
Gentleman how it was so injurious to 
the public interest. Men of excellent 
character were to his knowledge harassed 
by the medical officers, with the result 
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in one case that a gentleman who, if he 
had been simply allowed a few days’ ad- 
ditional leave, would have been entirely 
restored to health, by being peremp- 
torily ordered to resume duty had a 
relapse, the consequence being that, in- 
stead of being absent for only a day or 
two, he was obliged to remain away for 
a very long period. In this conspicuous 
case an officer occupying a very fair 
position in the Service and of excellent 
character—as his superior officers would 
testify was peremptorily ordered by 
Dr. Field to resume his duty; he re- 
sumed it under protest ; was at the head 
office for a day or two, and then was 
absent in all about 50 days. As to this 
Dr. Field, he had asked the right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Raikes) the other day 
under what authority he was employed 
at the Post Office in a medical capacity, 
because his name was not to be found 
in The Post Office Directory as on the 
medical staff. The right hon. Gentle- 
mau had been good enough to reply that 
the appointment was made under the 
authority of his Predecessor. It made 
no difference to him (Mr. Pickersgill) 
who was Chief of the Post Office—his 
action would be the same in any case. 
Dr. Field was employed at the Post 
Office for five weeks, and paid—let 
particular attention be given to this— 
at the rate of £3 3s. a-week out of a 
sum of £100 provided for the purpose 
of remunerating substitutes for medical 
officers under leave. The duty of Dr. 
Field, it was said, was to perform all the 
duties attaching to the post of the medi- 
cal officer whose place he was taking. 
Well, during his five weeks’ engage- 
ment Dr. Field actually did order the 
officer alluded to to resume duty, and 
that gentleman was obliged to obey, in 
spite of his most strenuous protests. 
With these facts in view a strong appeal 
must be made to the House. Was it 
right that this tremendous power of 
ordering an officer to resume duty, in 
spite of his protest, backed up by a 
medical certiticate, should be placed in 
the hands of a person who was only 
occasionally employed at the rate of 
£3 8s. a-week? The Postmaster Gene- 
ral had been most careful to say 
that Dr. Field had to perform all 
the duties attaching to the office of 
the gentleman whose place he was 
taking. Was it not, then, a most as- 
tounding thing that a person receiving 
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£3 3s. a-week was called on to dis- 
charge all the duties of an office, the 
ordinary emolument of which was no 
less than £983 per annum? He (Mr. 
Pickersgill) asked hon. Members—and 
especially those amongst them who 
belonged to the Medical Profession— 
what kind of medical man could they 
get for £3 3s. a-week? And sup- 
pose they could get a medical man 
competent to discharge these import- 
ant duties at the rate of £3 3s. a-week, 
then he charged the Postmaster Gene- 
ral with a scandalous waste of public 
money in paying a gentleman no less 
than £983 per annum to discharge the 
duties. He objected to this item of 
£100 for substitutes altogether, and if 
he were in Order he should move the 
reduction of the Vote by that sum. 
Without the sum of £100 the cost was 
enormous, being no less than £2,627. 
The permanent staff comprised four 
medical officers and one dispensing as- 
sistant ; and yet, in spite of this large 
staff, the country was asked to pay 
£100 to provide substitutes for these 
gentlemen whilst they were absent on 
annual leave. Speaking as an old Go- 
vernment official, so far as his expe- 
rience went there was no parallel case. 
He appealed to the Postmaster General 


to say whether, when any of the clerical © 


secretaries of the Post Office, or when 
any of the chief permanent officials 
were away on vacation, he came to the 
House and made application for a sum 
to enable him to provide substitutes? 
Certainly not. These gentlemen went 
away annually; but those who remained 
at home distributed among themselves 
the work of their colieagues who were 
on leave, so that the duties of the Office 
were carried on satisfactorily, without 
the employment of anybody in the shape 
of a substitute. This item of £100 
seemed to him, at all events in the 
absence of further explanation, to 
bear upon it all the marks of a jobbing 
transaction; and, in conclusion, if 
he were in Order, he beg to 
move to reduce the amount by sum 
of £100. 

Mr. SPEAKER: It would not be in 
Order to put the Mvtion. The Question 
before the House is that leave be given 
to bring in the Bill. The hun. Member 
moves to strike out an item; but he 
cannot do that on the introduction of a 
measure. i 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL said, he would 
content himself with the observations 
he had made, while expressing a hope 
that the Postmaster General would at 
the last moment modify the statement 
he had submitted the other day, that no 
one was to blame in the matter. He 
could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that such words as those, spoken with 
all the authority of the Parliamentary 
Chief of a Department, were calculated 
to produce a bad impression and a 
considerable amount of dissatisfaction 
among the subordinate officials of the 
Department; and, furthermore, were 
calculated to inspire in the minds of 
the public some doubt as to the equity 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. WOOTTON ISAACSON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said, he cordially con- 
curred with every word which had fallen 
from the hon. Member for Bethnal Green 
(Mr. Pickersgill). Representing, as he 
‘Mr. Isaacson) did, a large East End 
constituency, where a great number of 
Post Office officials resided, he could 
assure the House that a spirit of dis- 
satisfaction existed among the people 
with regard to the manner in which the 
Medical Department of the Post Office 
was conducted. He did not intend to 
detain the House with any special re- 
marks of his own, because the hon. 
Member opposite had fully stated what 
was required to be done; but he did hope 
and trust that the right hov. Gentleman 
would see his way to make a most search- 
ing inquiry into the lamentable case to 
which the attention of the House had 
been directed. He was not sorry that 
the hon. Member had been unable to 
move the reduction of the Vote, as that 
would have had the effect of somewhat 
retarding the progress of the Bill; but 
he hoped that, after the Recess, the 
Postmaster General would be able to 
find time to give them an ample account 
of what had been done during the vaca- 
tion in the matter of investigating the 
Post Office medical arrangements, and 
bringing about a more satisfactory con- 
dition of things. 

Tar POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University) said, 
he could not find fault in any way with 
the course that had been taken by the 
hon. Gentleman (Mr. Pickersgill) in 
dealing with this question, in which he 
took such great interest. No doubt, the 
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hon. Member had a right to speak on 
behalf of the Post Office Service, having 
a considerable number of friends in it; 
and his large acquaintance with the 
duties of gentlemen in the Postal Ser- 
vice entitled his opinion to considerable 
weight. In connection with this ques- 
tion of the Medical Department of the 
Post Office, however, the hon. Member 
had, perhaps, been a little swayed by the 
very natural sympathy he felt for the 
officers of a Department with which he 
had been himself connected to takea more 
favourable view than he otherwise might 
have done of the complaints which had 
reached him to the detriment of the 
Medical Department. With regard to 
the case to which the hon. Member had 
first referred—the case of Mr. Billing- 
hurst, who had been a very valuable 
officer, and whom the Department was 
very sorry to lose—he had given the 
hon. Member all the information it was 
in his power to give the other day ; and 
he thought the hon. Member would see 
that in the conflict of testimony, which 
he himself admitted, it would ill-become 
him (Mr. Raikes) to concede that there 
was any case proved against the Medical 
Department, when that Department 
stoutly maintained one view of the 
question, and it was, unfortunately, now 
impossible to substantiate the other. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: There is no 
conflict as to the summons to the Post 
Office on August 5. That is admitted 
by the medical officers; and I submit 
that it was a most injudicious and un- 
professional act. 

Mr. RAIKES wished to point out 
that the treatment Mr. Billinghurst had 
been receiving at the hands of the Post 
Office medical officer had not been for 
the malady which ultimately caused his 
death. He had been suffering from 
another disorder; therefore the Post 
Office Medical Department could not be 
to blame for not having taken count of 
the illness which proved fatal. There 
had been no reason to suppose that this 
gentleman was suffering from typhoid 
fever until the news was received that 
he had died of it. The malady which 
ultimately caused death might have 
resulted from previous ill-health ; but, 
so far as he (Mr. Raikes) knew, there 
was no material at the disposal of the 
medical officer to lead him to believe 
that Mr. Billinghurst was at that time 
likely to suffer from so serious a com- 
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_— He quite agreed with the hon.. 
entleman opposite as to the weight 
which should be attached to medical 
certificates; but he (Mr. Raikes) was 
glad to recognize the fact that the hon. 
Member saw that it was absolutely ne- 
cessary that there should be supreme 
authority in the shape of a medical 
officer for the Service, and that it would 
be impossible to conduct the Service if 
the certificates of outside medical men, 
however eminent they might be, were 
accepted as final. It was no doubt the 
fact that misunderstandings had arisen in 
some cases owing to the wording of one 
of the Circulars which were sent to public 
servants who were ill. He did not con- 
sider this wording altogether satisfac- 
tory, and he had therefore made some 
addition to it to render it quite plain 
that these persons should not be put 
under, so to speak, compulsion to appear, 
if their state of health rendered it impos- 
sible. This alteration had already been 
effected in regard to the Circulars issued 
to some Departments, and he would 
take care that it should be rendered 
general and universal. He would rather 
not re-argue this question over again, 
because he did not think that he had 
really anything to add at this moment 
to what he had said before in regard to 
it. The hon. Member himself would 
readily admit that it was quite possible 
for a medical officer to make a mistake, 
bond fide, looking at the large number 
of employés there were in the Post Office. 
Considering the circumstances of the 
case, it was very natural that small 
mistakes should, from time to time, 
oceur on the part of even the most care- 
ful medical officer ; but he was inclined 
to believe, from the nature of the evi- 
dence they had before them, that the 
number of mistakes which had occurred 
in the Post Office was extremely insig- 
fieant considering the extent of the De- 
partment, the number of persons em- 
ployed in it, and the great diligence the 
medical officers were bound to exercise 
among so many in order to keep per- 
sons up to their work. With reference 
to the case of Dr. Field, he was informed 
that the gentleman who desired leave of 
absence from the medical officer had suf- 
fered from a complaint which, though 
it might have been very painful, was, at 
any rate, not regarded as very serious— 
that was to say, from a troublesome boil. 
From a manuscript record of the case in 
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question it appeared that, in consequence 
of the compianeh from which the officer 
applying for leave of absence suffered— 
which was of a kind usually very tran- 
sitory in its character—lasting for a con- 
siderable period, repeated intervals of 
leave were allowed. Dr. Field had de- 
sired to see this gentleman, because 
when he assumed the duties of medical 
officer he found that the patient had al- 
ready been allowed five weeks’ leave. 
This was considered an unusually long 
period of absence on account of so simple 
a complaint asa boil. He (Mr. Raikes) 
was inclined to think the House would 
accept that view. Various other periods 
of rest were allowed the patient; and, 
on the whole, this gentleman had had 
no serious reason to complain of having 
been treated with harshness or want of 
consideration. As to the general ques- 
tion of the Medical Department of the 
Post Office, the hon. Gentleman was of 
opinion that if the Chief of the Depart- 
ment received £983, that it was incon- 
sistent to allow for substitutes who under- 
took the duties of those medical officers 
absent on leave so small a sum as £100 
—or £3 3s. per week in each case. No 
doubt on the face of it it did appear 
so; but, at the same time, in the inte- 
rests of the British taxpayer, whom they 
all represented in the House, he thought 
that if, where a substitute was required, 
they could get the work performed by 
an able man for a small sum they would 
hardly be justified in increasing it. 
They believed that at the present time 
they received sufficient medical service 
of the most valuable kind for the remu- 
neration which was paid. With regard 
to the salary of the chief medical 
officer, it was one of the highest at- 
tainable in the Department, and was, 
in the case of the gentleman now hold- 
ing the office, the result of a long 
career in the service in which he was 
now chief. It was inconsistent on the 
part of the hon. Gentleman opposite to 
suggest the abolition of the £100 appro- 
priated to medical substitutes; and, 
judging from the tone of the hon. Gen- 
tleman’s observations, one weeks rather 
have sy are him to ur e Post- 
master General to take 7 tin to raise 
the amount. As tothe duties of medical 
officers on leave being divided amongst 
their colleagues who remained at the 
Office, it would be impossible in this De- 
partment to adopt the practice which 
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prevailed in other branches of the Ser- | thrown in the way of their obtaining 
vice, for the reason that there was | them, through the intervention of a gen- 
always likely to be a call upon the full | tleman named Payne, who was a local 
strength of the Department. Owing to magistrate. He trusted that the right 
the enormous number of employés in the | hon. Baronet would find means to remove 
Post Office the work with the medical | the obstacles, which at present, there 
officers could never be said to be slack. | was reason to believe, existed in the way 
Noctes atque dies patet atri janue Ditis. | of these poor men obtaining the assist- 


He would not undertake to make aj;ance which the Legislature intended 
change in the direction of abolishing | them to receive, and which was so bene- 
the £100 provided for substitute ser- | ficial and even necessary to them in 


vices ; {but he could promise the hon. | the successful prosecution of industries 





Member (Mr. Pickersgill) that he would 
carefully and closely investigate the pre- 
sent position of the Medical Department. 
He had hardly had time as yet to make 


himself familiar with every branch of | 


the large Department of which he had 
assumed the charge; but he would un- 
dertake to, as early as possible, investi- 
gate the status of the gentlemen who 
were employed as substitutes in the 
Medical Department, in order to see 
whether or not it was desirable to make 
any change in the arrangements. He 
assured both hon. Gentlemen that any 
individual case of grievance, or any case 
of maladministration in the Post Office, 
which they thought proper to communi- 
cate to him, should receive immediate 
and careful attention at his hands. 


SEA AND COAST FISHERIES (IRE- 
LAND)—TRAWLING IN BANTRY BAY 
— GRIEVANCES OF THE TRAMMEL 
NET FISHERMEN.—OBSERVATIONS. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.) called 

attention to certain grievances connected 

with the trammel net fishing in Bantry 

Bay, which had been brought under his 

notice, and which, he trusted, the Chief 

Secretary for Ireland would find a means 

of remedying. It appeared, according 

to the information which reached him, 
that there were certain hours for setting 
and taking up nets, and the complaint 
was that trawlers interfered with the 
trammel nets, sometimes accidentally, 
but sometimes, there was reason to be- 
lieve, wilfully. He thought it was de- 
sirable that this matter should receive 
attention, and that some regulations 
should be adopted which would prevent 
or diminish the inconvenience under 
which the trammel net fishermen now 
suffered. He desired, further, to bring 
under the notice of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the fact that the local fishermen 
in Bantry Bay complained of being de- 
prived of loans, or of difficulties being 
Mr. Raikes 





which it was desirable to foster by every 
practicable means. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Micnart Hicxs-Beacu) 
(Bristol, W.) said, that he was neces- 
sarily ignorant of the circumstances 
referred to by the hon. Member, of 
which he then heard for the first time. 
He did not quite understand what it was 
that the hon. Member desired to have 
done in order tu remedy the grievances 
of which the hon. Member complained 
on behalf of the trammel net fishermen. 
All that he could at the present moment 
do was to promise to call the attention 
of the Fishery Board and the Inspector 
to both the points which had been raised 
by the hon. Member, in order that they 
might carefully inquire into the matter, 
and take steps to re:nove any ground of 
complaint which might be found to 
exist. 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Courtney, Mr. Cuancettor of the Ex- 
CHEQUER, and Mr. Jackson. 

Bill presented, and read the first time. 


House adjourned at half after One 
o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Monday, 20th September, 1886. 


MINUTES. ]—Pvstuic Br.ts— Second Reading — 
Committee negatived — Third Reading — Sub- 
marine Telegraph Act (1885) Amendment * 
(20); Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry (21); 
Expiring Laws Continuance* (22), and 
passed, 

Third Reading —Secret Service (Repeal) * (15), 
and passed. 

ProvistonaL OnpER Bitts— Committee—Report 
—Tramways ‘No. 3) * (19). 

Committee — Report — Third Reading — Gas 
(No. 2)* (16); Public Health (Scotland) 
(Urray Water)* (17); Tramways (No. 2)* 
(18), and passed. 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Taz CHATRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Duke of BucktncHamand CxanpDos), 
in rising to move the following Resolu- 
tions :-— 


‘‘1, That inasmuch as this House has been 
unable within the limits of the present Session 
to dispose of the whole of the Private and Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bills suspended in 
the last Session of the late Parliament pursuant 
to the resolutions of the 21st of June last, and 
certain Bills so suspended remain for considera- 
tion, the promoters of every such Bill shall 
have leave to introduce the same in the next 
Session provided that notice of their intention 
to do so be lodged in the Private Bill Office not 
later than Three o'clock on the day prior to 
the close of the present Session; and that all 
fees due thereon, up to that period, be paid: 

“2. That an alphabetical list of all such Bills, 
with a statement of the stages at which they 
shall have arrived, shall be prepared in the Pri- 
vate Bill Office, and printed : 

“3. That such Bills shall be deposited in the 
Private Bill Office not later than Three o'clock 
on the third day on which the House shall sit 
after the next meeting of Parliament, with a 
declaration annexed thereto, signed, in the case 
of a Private Bill by the agent, and in the case 
of a Provisional Order Confirmation Bill by an 
officer of the department by which the orders 
to be confirmed by such Bill are made, stating 
that the Bill is the same in every respect as the 
Bill at the last stage of the proceedings thereon 
in this House in the present Session, and where 
any sum of money has been deposited, as re- 
quired by Standing Order No. 57, that such 
deposit has not been withdrawn, together with 
a certificate of thet fact from the proper officer 
of the court in which such money was de- 
posited : 

“4. That the proceedings on such Bills shall 
be pro forma only in regard to every stage 
through which the same shall have passed in 
this or the last Session ; and that no new fees 
be charged in regard to such stages: 

**5. That as regards all Private and Provi- 
sional Order Confirmation Bills suspended by the 
Standing Orders of the House of Commons of 
the 17th of June last, which shall have been 
brought from that House in the present Ses- 
sion, such Bills shall be allowed to proceed to 
the same stage at which they shall have arrived 
in the present Session. A declaration to be 
signed as aforesaid, stating that the Bill is in 
every respect the same as when brought to this 
House in this Session : 

‘6. That if any Private or Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill to which these resolutions 
apply shall have been amended in this House 
in the present Session, the same Amendments 
— be inserted by the Committee on the 

ill : 

“7, That the Standing Orders by which the 
proceedings on Bills are regulated shall not 
apply to any Private or Provisional Order Con- 
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firmation Bill which shall have originated in 
this House or been brought up from or sus- 
pended in the House of Commons, pursuant to 
the Standing Orders of that House of the 17th 
of June last, in regard to any of the stages 
through which the same shall have passed in 
this or the last Session, or in regard to any of 
the preliminary proceedings upon such Bill with 
respect to which the Standing Orders have 
oar been proved to have been complied 
with : 

“8. That all petitions presented in this or 
the last Session relating to any such Bill shall, 
if necessary, be referred to the Committee on the 
Bill in the next Session : 

“9. That no petitioners shall be heard before 
the Committee on any such Bill unless their 
petition shall have been presented within the 
time limited in the present or last Session, un- 
less that time shall not have expired before the 
present Session closes, in which case, in order 
to be heard, their petition shall be presented 
not later than the fourth day on which the 
House shall sit in the next Session; ”’ 
said, he wished to describe the position 
of Private Business, and state what had 
been done during the present Session. 
At the beginning of this Session there 
were 49 Bills which had complied with 
the conditions of the suspension of last 
Session, and which remained before the 
House. Of these, 40 had been disposed 
of, including among them four opposed 
Bills. There now remained nine opposed 
Bills, in regard to which it was perfectly 
evident, from the nature of the opposi- 
tion and the principles involved in 
several of them, that at this period of 
the year the opponents would not have 
had a proper and fair opportunity of 
placing their case before Parliament, 
and of obtaining the witnesses upon 
whose evidence they would found their 
opposition. In those cases it had been 
thought right, in order to secure a fair 
hearing, that they should stand over to 
a period of the year when the opponents, 
as well as the promoters, could bring 
their cases properly before the House. 
Two or three of the Bills disposed of, he 
understood, could not be passed in the 
present Session in consequence of their 
having received opposition in ‘‘ another 
place,’”’ which would prevent their being 
returned to this House. If it had been 
found possible and right to obtain more 
of the opposed Bills for the considera- 
tion of a Committee, there would have 
been no difficulty at all in so doing, for 
on the occasions when he thought it de- 
sirable to form Committees he received 
more intimations of readiness to serve 
from noble Lords who were anxious to 
come forward to take their share of the 
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work than were required to form the 
Committees. 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Ordered, That the said Resolutions be 
printed. (No. 23.) 


DISTURBANCES AT BELFAST INQUIRY 
BILL.—(No. 21.) 
(The Earl Cadogan.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Tut LORD PRIVY SEAL (Earl 
Capocan), in moving that the Bill be 
now read a second time, said, that it 
was for the purpose of giving the Royal 
Commission which had been appointed 
to investigate the disturbances at Bel- 
fast powers they would not possess 
under the ordinary law. The chief 
powers were those of enforcing the 
attendance of witnesses, of examining 
them on oath, affirmation, or otherwise, 
compelling the production of documents, 
and punishing persons guilty of con- 
tempt. 

Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(The Earl Cadogan.) 


Motion agreed to: Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly ; Committee negatived ; Then Stand- 
ing Order No. XXXV. considered (ac- 
cording to Order), and dispensed with ; 
Bill read 3*, and passed. 


FISHERY BOARD (IRELAND)—REPORT 
OF THE COMMISSIONERS. 
RESOLUTION. 


THe Eart or HOWTH, in rising 
to direct attention to the Report of the 
Irish Fishery Commissioners just issued, 
and also to the scant supply of fresh fish 
available in the city of Dublin; and to 
move— 

“That no assistance given by the Govern- 
ment to the Irish fisheries will prove of per- 
manent benefit unless the transport and a re- 
duced fare of carriage for fish to the English 
markets is duly provided for,” 
said, the announcement which had been 
made, that it was the intention of the 
Government to take this and other mat- 
ters into consideration, had given great 
satisfaction to all who were interested in 
the welfare and prosperity of the coun- 
try, and especially to those who, like 
himself, were warmly interested in ali 
that concerned the fishermen and the 


The Duke of Buckingham and Chandos 
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fisheries of Ireland. He had intended 
to have brought forward some important 
features connected with the Irish fisheries, 
which he thought might be worthy of 
the attention of their Lordships, and 
which he thought were of the utmost 
benefit to the regular fishermen of the 
country, with whom he was more inti- 
mately acquainted, and who had no 
other means of subsistence and livin 

except that which the sea afforded them; 
but having regard to the lateness of the 
Session, and also the controversial mat- 
ter which would have been introduced, 
he had thought it advisable, with their 
Lordships’ permission, to withdraw the 
Motion, with the object of bringing it 
forward again during the next Session. 
But, before doing this, there were one or 
two observations which he desired to 
make. He desired to call attention to 
the fact that the Report of the Irish 
Fishery Commissioners was only allowed 
to appear so as to be placed in the hands 
of Members of Parliament as late as 
September 11. He maintained that 
this was far too late; and he sincerely 
hoped that next year, when there would 
be a prospect, perhaps, of legislating 
for the sea fisheries, and probably for 
the salmon fisheries also, that this Re- 
port might be placed in the hands of 
Members at an earlier period of the 
Session. With the details of the Report 
he was well acquainted, and he was as- 
sured that the staffs both of Police and 
the Coastguard of the country was ample 
to collect all the statistics in a very short 


eriod of time. During the months of. 


November and December there was very 
little doing in the fisheries of Ireland, 
and, under these circumstances, it was 
somewhat difficult to understand why 
they did not have the Report at a much 
earlier period of the Session. 


. Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


RAILWAY BRAKES—LEGISLATION. 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Eart DE LA WARR, in rising to 
ask, Whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to consider, during the 
Recess, the recommendationsof the Board 
of Trade relative to railway brakes, wit’: 
a view to taking some steps next Ses- 
sion to carry them into effect ? said, that 
he ought to explain his reason for bring- 
ing the matter forward. It was, he was 
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aware, not the time for the discussion of 
this —— and he was desirous only 
of asking Her Majesty’s Government 
whether they could give it their atten- 
tion during the leisure of the Recess. 
The question was far from being a new 
one. It had been thoroughlyinquired into 
and reported upon by a Royal Commis- 
sion. It had for many years been com- 
mented upon by the inspecting officers 
of the Board of Trade, and it had been 
on several occasions under the notice of 
Parliament. In the year 1877 the Board 
of Trade, speaking of accidents which 
had been investigated by their officers, 
said— 

‘* From a careful examination of which, and 
similar information for the past few years, the 
Board of Trade are led to conclude that three- 
fourths of these accidents might probably have 
been avoided, or the results materially miti- 
gated, if the passenger trains concerned had 
been provided with continuous brakes.’ 


He was free to admit that much had 
been done by Railway Companies since 
that time. He was also quite aware 
that there were difficulties which re- 
quired time and experience to over- 
come them; but, nevertheless, he could 
hardly think that at the end of nine 
years from the date of the Circular 
issued on the subject by the Board 
of Trade to Railway Companies they 
should be where they now were if 
the talent, the skill, and the experience 
which railway engineers possessed had 
been made good use of by Railway Com- 
panies. The object in view would, he 
believed, have been attained, and they 
might now have. had a uniform system 
of continuous brakes in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Board of 
Trade. But what had they instead of 
this? They had six different brakes 
employed which were said to comply 
with what the Board of Trade required, 
and 10 others which did not pretend 
to comply with their conditions. Then, 
according to the Returns made by the 
Railway Companies, about 50 per cent 
of the total stock of carriages and engines 
were fitted with brakes that complied 
with the requirements of the Board of 
Trade; about 32 per cent were fitted 
with brakes which did not comply, and 


‘ about 18 per cent were fitted with no 


continuous brakes atall. But supposing 
that railways in the next 10 years were 
to arrive at being all fitted with brakes 
of some kind, some complying and some 
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not complying with the conditions of the 
Board e, what would be the con- 
sequence? It would become more and 
more difficult that different lines should 
communicate one with another, such as 
the London and North-Western with 
the Caledonian Railway, the Great 
Northern and Midland with other rail- 
ways in Scotland, and in all instances 
where intercommunication was required, 
if the carriages were not fitted with the 
same brakes. He desired as much as 
anyone to see Railway Companies origi- 
nate and carry out improvements with- 
out compulsory legislation. They had 
done much in that way, and no doubt 
they would do more ; but after the length 
of time which had elapsed since the 
question of continuous brakes had been 
under consideration, and after the strong 
opinion which was expressed by the 
Board of Trade nine years ago, the time 
seemed to have arrived when some steps 
should be taken to carry fully into effect 
what had been so long recommended, 
and the advantages of which for the 
public safety there was, he believed, 
no competent authority which would 
dispute. 

HE PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
or TRADE (Lord Sranuey of Preston) 
said, that in answer to the noble Earl, 
who took a practical interest in this 
question, and on which he spoke with 
authority, he begged to state that the 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government 
would shortly be turned to matters con- 
nected with railway legislation, when he 
trusted that the important subject to 
which the noble Earl had drawn atten- 
tion would not be lost sight of. Whe- 
ther proposed legislation on this matter 
ou form part of any larger measure 
he was not able at the present moment 
to state. In a Bill relating to the regu- 
lation of railways, which had been 
brought forward some little time ago, it 
had oe proposed to introduce a pro- 
vision relating to railway brakes; but 
in the last two Bills on the subject of 
railways, which had been drawn up but 
not passed, it had been thought better 
to leave out the consideration of this 
point, and to embody any legislation 
on the subject in a separate measure. 
Having these facts in his mind, he should 
wish to reserve to himself full liberty to 
deal with the question of railway brakes 
in any way and at any time which might 
appear to be the best under the circum- 
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stances. He, however, did not yield to 
the noble Lord in his desire that some 
practical effect should be given to the 
generally expressed wish that some steps 
should be taken to deal with this ques- 
tion. There were, however, some diffi- 
eulties in the way of drawing up a 
satisfactory measure having reference to 
this subject, one being that of obtaining 
the best information relating to it from 
the Railway Companies; and another 
being the feeling, rightly entertained, 
as he believed, by the Board of Trade, 
that it was not a part of their function 
to determine what particular kind of 
brake should be used by the railways, 
or to take up in any respect the inven- 
tion of any particular inventor. He 
trusted that the noble Earl would rest 
satisfied with the assurance he now gave 
him that the subject should receive the 
best consideration of Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment. 
House adjourned at a quarter before 
Five o'clock, to Wednesday 
next, Two o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 20th September, 1886. 


MINUTES.]—Setecr Commirrees — Report — 
Ventilation of the House [No. 37]; De- 
pression of Trade and Industry, Royal 
Commission ; Disturbances (Metropolis). 

Punuic Brtts—Second Reading—Tenants’ Relief 
(Ireland) [47] [First Night}, debate adjourned ; 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 

Withdrawn— Bankruptcy Court (Belfast) * [9}. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
—_o—— 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


Standing Orders for the Suspension of Private 
Bills, or Bills to confirm any Provisional 
Order or Certificate. 

(1.) Ordered, That the Promoters of every 
Private Bill which shall have been introduced 
into this House, or brought from the House of 
Lords in the present Session of Parliament, 
shall have leave to suspend any further pro- 
ceeding thereupon, in order to proceed with the 
same Bill in the next Session of Parliament. 

(2.) Ordered, That the Promoters of every such 
Bill shall give notice in the Private Bill Office, 
not later than one clear day prior to the close 
of the present Session, of their intention to sus- 
pend any further proceedings thereon ; or, in 
the case of Bills which, having passed this 
House, shall then be pending in the House of 


Lord Stanley of Preston 
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Lords, of their intention to proceed with the 
same Bill in this House in the next Session. 

(3.) Ordered, That an Alphabetical List of all 
such Bills, with a statement of the stage at which 
the same were suspended, shall be prepared by 
the Private Bill Office, and printed. 

(4.) Ordered, That not later than three clear 
days after the next meeting of Parliament, every 
Bill which has been introduced into this House 
shall be deposited in the Private Bill Office, in 
the form required by Standing Order No. 201, 
with a declaration signed by the Agent annexed 
thereto, stating that the Bill is the same, in 
every respect, as the Bill with respect to 
which proceedings have been so suspended, at 
the last stage of its proceeding in the House in 
the present Session; and, where any sum of 
money has been deposited, that such deposit 
has not been withdrawn, together with a certifi- 
cate of that fact from the proper officer of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice 
in England or Ireland, or the Court of Exche- 
quer in Scotland, as the case may be. 

(5.) Ordered, ‘That such Bills, indorsed by one 
of the Clerks in the Private Bill Office, as 
having been duly deposited with such declara- 
tions and certificates annexed, be laid by one of 
the Clerks of that Office upon the Table of the 
House, in the next Session of Parliament, in the 
order in which they shall stand upon such List. 

(6.) Ordered, That in respect of every Bill so 
laid upon the Table such Bill shall be read a 
first time ; and a second time (if the Bill shall 
have been read a second time previously to its 
being suspended) ; and if such Bill shall have 
been reported by any Committee in the present 
Session, the Order for referring the Bill to a 
Committee shall be dispensed with, and the Bill 
ordered to lie upon the Table or to be read a 
third time, as the case may be. 


(7.) Ordered, That in case any Bill brought - 


from the House of Lords in the present Session, 
upen which the proceedings shall have been 
suspended in this House, shall be brought from 
the House of Lords in the next Session of Parlia- 
ment, the — OY for such Bill shall deposit in 
the Private Bill Office, prior to uhe first reading 
thereof, a declaration stating that the Bill is the 
same, in every respect, as the Bill which was 
brought from the House of Lords in the present 
Session ; and where any sum of money has been 
deposited, that such deposit has not been with- 
drawn, together with a certificate of that fact 
from the proper officer; and so soon as one of 
the Clerks in the Private Bill Office has certified 
that such deposit has been duly made, the Bill 
shall be read a first time, and be further pro- 
ceeded with in the same manner as Bills intro- 
duced into this House during the present 
Session. 

(8.) Ordered, That all Petitions presented in 
the last Session of the late Parliament, or in the 
present Session, against Private Bills, or against 
any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Certificate, and which stood referred to the 
Committees on such Bills, shall stand referred 
to the Committees on the same Bills, in the next 
Session of Parliament; and that all Notices and 
grounds of objection to the right of Petitioners 
to be heard given in the present Session within 
the time prescribed by the Rules of the Referees 
relating to such Notices shall be held applicable 
in the next Session of Parliament. 
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(9.) Ordered, That no Petitioners shall be 
heard before the Committee on such Bills, unless 
their Petition shall have been presented within 
the time limited in the last Session of the late 
Parliament, or in the present Session. 

(10.) Ordered, That in case the time limited for 
presenting Petitions against any such Bills shall 
not have expired at the close of the present 
Session, Petitioners may be heard before the 
Committee on such Bill, provided their Petition 
be presented previous to, or not later than, seven 
clear days after the next meeting of Parliament. 

(11.) Ordered, 'That all Instructions to Com- 
mittees on Private Bills in the last Session of 
* the late Parliament, or in the present Session, 
which shall be suspended previously to their 
being reported by any Committee, be Instruc. 
tions to the Committees on the same Bills in 
the next Session. 

(12.) Ordered, That no new Fees be charged 
in respect of any stage of a Bill upon which 
Fees have been already incurred during the 
present Session. 

(13.) Ordered, That all Standing Orders com- 
plied with in respect of any Bill introduced, or 
intended to be introduced, during the last Session 
of the late Parliament, or in the present Session, 
shall be held applicable to any Bill for the same 
objects introduced in the next Session, and 
where the Examiner has already reported upon 
the compliance with the Standing Orders in re- 
spect of any such Bill, he shall only Report in 
the next Session whether any further Standing 
Orders are applicable. 

(14.) Ordered, That Bills to confirm any Pro- 
visional Order or Certificate introduced into this 
House, or brought from the House of Lords, in 
the present Session shall be suspended from the 
close of the present Session, in order to be pro- 
ceeded with in the next Session of Parliament. 

(15.) Ordered, ‘That with regard to any such 
Bills the Order of Leave in the present Session 
shall be read, and thereupon the Bill shall be 
read a first time and a second time (if the Bill 
shall have been read a second time during the 
present Session); and if such Bill shall have 
been reported by any Committee in the present 
Session, the Order for referring the Bill to a 
Committee shall be dispensed with, and the Bill 
ordered to lie upon the Table, or to be read a 
third time, as the case may be. 

(16.) Ordered, That all applications made, 
and Certificates given, and all other proceed- 
ings taken with reference to any Bill intro- 
duced, orintended to be introduced, in the present 
Session for confirming any Provisional Order 
in respect to the Inclosure of Commons under 
‘The Commons Act, 1876,’ shall be deemed 
to apply to any Bill introduced for the same 
object in the next Session. 

(17.) Ordered, That the said Orders be Stand- 
ing Orders of this House, and be printed.— 
( The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


QUESTIONS. 


ee 9 come 


METROPOLIS—STATUE OF JAMES II. 
IN WHITEHALL YARD. 

Mr. W. G. 0. BENTINCK (Penryn 

and Falmouth) asked the First Commis- 
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sioner of Works, Whether Her Majesty’s 
Government are aware that there is a 
Statue of King James the Second by 
Grinling Gibbons, hidden away behind 
Whitehall Ohapel; and, whether it 
would be possible to restore the dilapi- 
dated pedestal, and remove the Statue 
to the north side of Whitehall Chapel 
opposite the Horse Guards at the en- 
trance to Whitehall Avenue, now in 
course of construction ? 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) also asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he was aware that 
Jame II. was removed from the Throne 
for misconduct, and that therefore it 
was quite inappropriate to put his statue 
in a place of honour ? 

Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Puunxer) (Dublin University): The 
statue of James II. referred to by my 
hon. Friend is one of great and recog- 
nized merit, and I shall carefully con- 
sider whether or not a better site than it 
now occupies can be found for it; but I 
think it will be easier to come to a de- 
cision on that question and also as toa 
new pedestal when we are able to appre- 
ciate the effect of the street improve- 
ments now in ro in the immediate 
neighbourhood of Whitehall. As to the 
Question of the hon. Baronet opposite 
I really must decline to express any 
opinion. 


METROPOLITAN IMPROVEMENTS — 
WIDENING OF MUSEUM STREET, 
BLOOMSBURY. 

Mr. EDWIN DE LISLE (Leicester- 
shire, Mid) asked the First Commissioner 
of Works, Whether Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment will take into consideration 
the desirability of widening Museum 
Street, the approach to the British 
Museum; and, whether, now that the 
houses at the junction of Museum Street 
with Hart Street and Oxford Street, 
formerly abutting St. George’s, Blooms- 
bury, are pulled down, Her Majesty’s 
Government will inquire into the feasi- 
bility of acquiring the site of these 
houses, and of consulting with the Me- 
tropolitan Board of Works, with a view 
of carrying out this improvement ? 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Piunket) (Dublin University): In an- 
swer to my hon. Friend I have to say 
that so far as facilities of traffic are 
concerned his Question is one rather for 
the Chairman of the Metropolitan Board 
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of Works than for me. From an archi- 
tectural point of view I should, of course, 
be glad to see a better approach to the 
British Museum. But to carry out his 
suggestion would cost a large sum of 
money ; and if I had it to spend I would 
rather apply it to improving the approach 
to this House, by widening Parliament 
Street, which now, I may say, separates 
rather than connects the fine spaces of 
Whitehall and Westminster. 


HACKNEY CARRIAGES (METROPOLIS) 
—“ PRIVATE ” OMNIBUSES. 


Mr. LAWSON (St. Pancras, W.) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the frequent 
cases of fraud perpetrated upon the 
public by the conductors of so-called 
‘* private’? omnibuses, in taking pas- 
sengers up under false pretences, and 
discharging them elsewhere than at the 
agreed place, for exorbitant fares; and, 
if so, whether he intends to take steps to 
put a stop to this practice, by altering 
the conditions of the licences, or by 
other means ? 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): No, 
Sir, my attention has not been called 
to this matter. I am informed by the 
police that they have received a few 
complaints during the last three months ; 
but all the complainants have refused 
to support proceedings taken before a 
magistrate. The conductors have, in 
each case, been warned by the police 
that the complaint has been noted 
against their names, and will be taken 
into consideration when the time comes 
for the renewal of their licences. I hope 
this caution may be sufficient to deter 
conductors from their evil practices. 


ARMY (INDIA)—BRITISH MEDICAL 
SERVICE. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked the Under Secretary of State for 
India, Whether surgeons of the British 
Medical Service, under five years’ ser- 
vice, ranking with captains, and while 
at home drawing the pay and allowances 
of that rank, on being sent to India 
draw 132 Rupees per month less than a 
captain ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Jonny Gorsr) (Chatham) : 
Yes; a surgeon of less than five years’ 


Mr. Plunket 
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standing has in India less pay than a 
captain. A surgeon of six years has 
more. 


WESTMINSTER HALL (RESTORATION). 

Mr. GENT-DAVIS (Lambeth, Ken- 
nington) asked the First Commissioner 
of Works, Whether the work of “ re- 
storation’”’ now commenced at West- 
minster Hall includes the building of 
two staircases having projections of 
about 23 feet and 15 feet respectively 
into Westminster Hall; and, whether he 
will consent to reconsider this portion of 
Mr. Pearson’s plan ? 

Tuz FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Prunxet) (Dublin University): The 
scheme which has been sanctioned by 
the House includes the erection of two 
open flights of steps having projections 
not of 23 feet and 15 feet, respectively, 
as stated in the Question of my hon. 
Friend, but of 20 feet 6 inches and 9 feet 
6 inches, respectively. Flights of steps 
fulfilling the same object as those now 
proposed and occupying very similar 

itions have existed in Westminster 
Hall very nearly throughout its whole 
history. Thus one of the new flights of 
steps will be in the north-west corner of 
the Hall, close to Palace Yard, and will 
occupy closely the position of a similar 
flight which existed there since the 
middle of the 13th century—HenryIII.’s 
time—and gave access to the first floor 
of the Exchequer Buildings. The second 
flight of steps, to which attention is 
called and which has the projection of 
9 feet 6 inches, will take the place of 
two others, which old plans, published 
in Mr. Pearson’s Report upon the scheme, 
show to have existed in the 17th century, 
and which there is very good reason to 
suppose were erected by Richard IL., 
when the Hall was remodelled by him. 
These two old staircases give access to 
the upper floor of the buildings which 
existed from before 1400 to 1822 be- 
tween the great buttresses, which build- 
ings are now about to be erected. As 
to the artistic effect, Westminster Hall 
undoubtedly presents an empty and bare 
aspect since it has become merely a 
passage-way to the Houses of Parlia- 
ment, and 1 am advised that it requires 
some small well-treated features to give 
it scale, and to suggest its size and im- 
pressiveness, and that these staircases 
—more especially as they replace old 
ones—will do just what is required in 
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this respect. In fact, Mr. Pearson in- 
forms me that he readily availed him- 
self of the opportunity of re-inserting 
them, because of the distinctly advan- 
tageous effect he is convinced they will 
have upon the interior of the Hall. I 
eannot but think that his opinion de- 
serves to have great weight attached to 


it upon such a point. 


METROPOLIS (“SUBURBAN WATER 
SUPPLY)—THE SUTTON WATERWORKS 
COMPANY—DANGER OF SUPPLY 
FROM PROPOSED NEW CEMETERY. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.) asked the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, hether, in 
1874 or thereabouts, the then Home 
Secretary sanctioned the user of a piece 
of land in the parish of Sutton, Surrey, 
now vested in the Charity Oommis- 
sioners, for the p of a ceme ; 
whether, so far, the land has not pas 
utilised for the p ; whether the 
land is at a considerable elevation, and, 
according to the evidence of scientific 
experts, immediately overlying the 
sources of supply of the Sutton Water- 
works Company; whether, since the 
above-mentioned sanction, there have 
been built on each side of the site large 
(South Metropolitan District) schools, 
drawing their water from wells on the 
premises; whether, as the result of an 
inquiry held before Dr. Hoffman in 
March last, the Home Office refused to 
sanction the user of a site adjacent to 
the former on the ground of danger to 
the water supply of the whole district ; 
and, whether the Home Office, having 
once sanctioned (12 years ago) the use 
of the first-mentioned site, find them- 
selves now, in spite of the altered cir- 
cumstances of the locality, and in spite 
of the report of their own officer in the 
case of the adjacent site, unable to in- 
terfere to prevent the use for burials, 
as now threatened, of the original 
ground ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marrsews) (Birmingham, E.): I have 
no power by Statute to revoke an ap- 
proval of a burial site where the circum- 
stances remain the same. In this case, 
however, I find that the site sanctioned 
was not at the time the property of the 
ope for general parochial purposes, 

ut was subject to an express trust for 
the repair of highways; and the Charity 
Commissioners have informed the Burial 
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Board that any dealing with the land 
which would conflict with the trust to 
which it is subject would be restrained 
by a Court of Equity. Under these 
circumstances, I trust that no inter- 
ference on my part will be required in 
order to prevent burials in this ground. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION— 
ENGAGEMENT OF SUPERIOR OFFI. 
CIALS IN FINANCIAL UNDER- 
TAKINGS. 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, If the Royal Commission, 
to inquire into the clerical establish- 
ments of the offices of State and into 
the administration, regulation, and sys- 
tem of control of thoee offices, will in- 
quire whether some of the superior de- 
partmental officers exercising such control 
have accepted paid offices in connection 
with financial and other undertakings 
in addition to their offices under Go- 
vernment ; and whether that practice is 
attended with any inconvenience or de- 
triment to the Public Service, or in any 
way impairs the efficiency of the control 
which those officers are expected to exer- 
cise over the public offices; or, whether, 
on the other hand, the ability to fill 
other offices indicates an insufficiency of 
employment in the Government office ? 

‘Tae CHANCELLOR or tut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranvotra CxvRoHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): In answer to the 
hon. Member, I have to state that the 
Royal Commission to inquire into the 
Civil Service establishments of the State 
will inquire into the administration, re- 
gulation, and organization of the various 
offices. If they find that any practice 
exists which impairs such administra- 
tion, regulation, and organization, they 
will, doubtless, express their view upon 
it; but it is not desirable to enter into a 
minute detail of the subjects that will 
receive their attention. 


LAND—SIMPLIFICATION OF TITLES 
AND TRANSFERS. 

Mr. EGERTON HUBBARD (Bucks, 
N.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, Whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would consider the best means of 
cheapening the legal cost of title to, and 
transfer of land, with the view of help- 
ing the artizans and agricultural la- 
bourers of the Country to rise to the 
position of landowners ? 
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Sm SAMUEL WILSON (Ports- 
mouth) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Whether the Government 
propose, during the ensuing Session of 

arliament, to bring in a Bill to provide 
for a cheaper and more expeditious 
system of land transfer such as has 
been found to be advantageous in the 
Australian Colonies ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rxz EXOHE- 

QUER (Lord Ranvotpx OnvrcHr1) 
Paddington, 8.): When I saw these 
uestions on the Paper I communicated 

with my noble and learned FriendtheLord 
Chancellor, and he has authorized me to 
give the following reply :—That it is the 
intention of Her Majesty’s Governmentto 
introduce next Session a measure which 
will have for its object the cheapening 
of the cost and the increasing of facili- 
ties for the transfer of land. Should it 
be successful in attaining that object, it 
would, doubtless, facilitate the aequire- 
ment of land by those to whom the legal 
costs and difficulties of transfer have 
hitherto been an impediment. 


LIGHTHOUSE ILLUMINANTS—EXPERI- 
MENTS AT SOUTH FORELAND—THE 
CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, When he expects to lay upon the 
Table the Correspondence between the 
Trinity House, the Board of Trade, Mr. 
J. R. Wigham, Mr. Howard Grubb, 
F.R.8., Professor Barrett, and ship- 
owners of various ports, on the subject 
of the Report of the Trinity House on 
the experiments made by that corpora- 
tion with lighthouse illuminants, which, 
in reply to the question of the honour- 
able Member for the College Division 
of Glasgow on the 13th of May last, 
was promised should be laid upon the 
Table ? 

Taz SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
De Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The Correspondence referred to by the 
hon. Member is not at present in a 
sufficiently complete state for presenta- 
tion ; but it will be laid upon the Table 
as soon as practicable. 


LAW AND JUSTICE—MURDER OF A 
POLICE CONSTABLE AT DOD- 
WORTH, NEAR BARNSLEY, LAN- 
CASHIRE. 

Mr. SHIRLEY (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Doncaster) asked the Secretary of State 
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tor the Home Department, Whether any 
prospect now exists of any arrest in con- 
nection with the recent murder of a 

i constable at Dodworth, near 

arnsley ; and, whether a reward was 
offered by the Government, or by any 
persons, for the apprehension of the 
murderer; and, if not, whether the 
system of offering rewards for the ap- 
prehension of criminals has or has not 
been abandoned ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Matruews) (Birmingham, E.), in re- 
ply, said, he heard that £100 reward 
had been offered by the Barnsley ma- 
gistrates ; but none had been offered by 
the Home Office, who only offered re- 
wards under very exceptional circum- 
stances. 


CIVIL SERVICE WRITERS (IRELAND). 


Mr. PETER McDONALD (Sligo, 
N.) asked the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, If his attention has been drawn to 
a Memorial presented to the Lords of 
the Treasury last year by the Irish Civil 
Service writers, praying for the redress 
of certain grievances ; and, if he has had 
an opportunity of considering the matter, 
what pro , if any, has been made 
ual the satisfactory settlement of 
such grievances ? 

Tae SECRETARY to tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.), in 
reply, said, his attention had been 
drawn to this Memorial, and he was not 
aware that any separate Memorial had 
been presented by the Irish Civil Service 
writers. Their case would be dealt 
with when that of the others was dealt 
with. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) ACT 
—SCHOOL AT KILRUSH, CO. CLARE. 
Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, If an industrial school was 
built, five years ago, at a cost of about 
£5,000, in Kilrush, county Clare; if it 
has yet been certified for a grant ; if me- 
morials have been presented to Chief 
Secretaries to the Lord Lieutenant from 
time to time during that period; if he 
will state the reasons for delay or re- 
fusal; and, if he will consider this im- 
portant matter ? 
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaet Hicks-Beacz) (Bristol, W.): 
It is true that a religious community 
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expended a large sum of on a 
building at Kilrush as an industrial 
school. It appears that they did so 
without having received any encourage- 
ment from the Government, and with- 
out making any effort to ascertain what 
were their chances of obtaining a certi- 
ficate under the Industrial Schvols Act. 
There is already one certified industrial 
school for girls in the county of Clare ; 
and having regard to the more pressing 
character of other claims, and to the re- 
commendations of the recent Royal Com- 
mission, none of my Predecessors ap 

to have seen their way to certify the 
school at Kilrush. The hon. Member 
is aware that it would be impossible for 
me to certify a school for which pro- 
vision has not been made in the Vote 
passed by this House, even if there were 
not other difficulties in the way. All I 
can say, therefore, is that before next 
year’s Estimates are framed this case 
shall be further considered. 


ARMY (AUXILIARY FORCES)—OFFI.- 
CERS OF MILITIA. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) asked the Secretary 
of State for War, Whether the Queen’s 
Regulations in respect of seniority 
of rank are suspended in the case of 
Militia Officers ‘“‘attached for duty 
to the Regulars;” and, if not, whe- 
ther he will cause an inquiry to be 
made whether these Regulations are 
strictly complied with in every re- 
spect ? 

Toe SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smirx) (Strand, Westminster) : 
The Queen’s Regulations in respect to 
seniority of rank are not suspended in 
the case of Militia officers attached for 
duty to the Regular Army ; and there is, 
therefore, no reason for supposing that 
they are not observed. 


OPEN SPACES (METROPOLIS)—THE 
GARDENS AT THE TOWER OF 
LONDON. 


Mr. MONTAGU (Tower Hamlets, 
Whitechapel) asked the Secretary of State 
for War, Whether arrangements could 
be made for granting to the public free 
access to the gardens and waterside 
promenade adjoining the Tower of Lon- 
don ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 


{Szpramsun 20, 1886} 





Eabing init consideration various events 
which have occurred in the last two or 
three years and the peculiar nature of 
the Tower of London, I do not see my 
way at present to giving the public free 
access to these gardens. 


POST OFFICE—PARCEL POST— 
DELAYS IN TRANSMISSION, 


Strr THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.) asked the Postmaster General, 
If he is aware that it takes three days 
to send a parcel by Parcels Post from 
Kingstown to London; if he is aware 
that this delay in transit causes much 
inconvenience, and sometimes loss, in 
the event of perishable articles being 
sent; and, whether he will cause this 
grievance to be remedied ? 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hottanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said, that, in 
the absence of the Postmaster General, he 
had been asked to answer the Question. 
He was informed that, in the proper 
course of things, parcels posted at Kings- 
town before 8.5 p.m. should reach 
London on the following day, and if 
there was any delay in the train service 
in the afternoon the Postmaster General 
would be obliged to the hon. Member 
if he would bring before him any indi- 
vidual cases where parcels had been 
delayed. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—AR- 
REST OF MR. MORTIMER DOYLE. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.) asked the Uhief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, If he is 
aware of the circumstances under which 
Mr. Mortimer Doyle was arrested in 
November last at the suit of the Board 
of Works; and, whether the Govern- 
ment will either give him adequate 
compensation or else inform him against 
whom he may take legal proceedings 
wie ioe object of obtaining compensa- 
tion 

Tat OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuatt Hioxs-Bzacu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, this case had been brought 
under the notice of his immediate Pre- 
decessor some months ago, and he be- 
lieved that his decision had been com- 
municated to the hon. Member. His 
view of the case was that it was not one 
for compensation, and he agreed with 
him in that opinion. 
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POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—SURVEYORS’ 
CLERKS. 


Mr. CONWAY (Leitrim, N.) (for Mr. 
Noxran) (Louth, N.) asked the Post- 
master General, How many officers from 
English offices have been appointed, 
during the last ten years, to the position 
of surveyor’s clerk or acting surveyor’s 
clerk in nd ; how many such officers 
are still in such capacities in Ireland ; 
whether these promotions in the Post 
Office Service are reciprocal between 
Ireland and England; and, if so, how 
many officers from Irish offices have 
been transferred to England as sur- 
veyors’ clerks or acting surveyors’ clerks 
during the same period ; and, how pp | 
Trish officers are at present in suc 
positions in England ? 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT or rae 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hotranp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: I 
am asked by the Postmaster General 
to say that he finds that during the 
past 10 years five gentlemen from 
offices in England were appointed to 
be surveyors’ clerks in Ireland, and 
four from offices in Ireland to be sur- 
veyors’ clerks in England. One of the 
five has since died and one has returned 
to England, so three remain in Ireland. 
The Postmaster General is not able to 
give the detailed information respecting 
officers temporarily employed as acting 
surveyors’ clerks, as these officers are 
merely sent out when required, and 
return to their respective offices when 
their services are no longer needed. 


INDIA—THE UNCOVENANTED CIVIL 
SER VICE—PENSIONS. 


Mr. KING (Hull, Central) asked the 
Under Secretary of State for India, 
Whether the Rules for Pensions affect- 
ing the Uncovenanted Service in India 
are governed by a Resolution of the Go- 
vernment of India, No. 1,555, dated 
Ist July 1870, embodying a Despatch 
of 18th May 1855; and, whether that 
Resolution is still in force; and, if not, 
how or when it was abrogated; whe- 
ther, in that Resolution, while the pay 
of the Uncovenanted Civilian is stated 
in rupees, his pension is invariably 
designated in sterling money, with the 
explanation prefixed to the Resolution 
itself that ‘‘ whenever in the following 
Resolution a pension is stated in sterling 
the equivalent in rupees is meant at two 
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shillings the rupee; ”’ and, whether Un- 
covenanted Civilians are legally entitled 
to demand that their pensions shall be 
paid in sterling; and, why the pensions 
are not so paid by the Government of 
India? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
Joun Gorst) Be igs om All proposi- 
tions contained in the Resolution of 
July 1, 1870, which is still in foree, are 
to be found in the Rules by which the 
pensions of the Uncovenanted Service are 
governed. The limits within which 
pensions may be granted are, in the Re- 
solution, designated in pounds sterling. 
The note of explanation alluded to has 
been inserted in a compilation of Rules 
called the Civil Pension Code, but was 
no part of the original Resolution. In 
the opinion of the Secretary of State, 
uncovenanted civilians are entitled to 
have their pensions paid only at the 
varying rate of exchange. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
MRS. MORONY, MILTOWN MAL- 
BAY—FICTITIOUS CHARGES. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether the police, investi- 
gating an outrage alleged to have been 
committed on Mrs. Morony’s house at 
Miltown Malbay, arrived at the conclu- 
sion that it was the work of some of the 
inmates ; and, whether a second outrage, 
reported as having been perpetrated on 
her carrier while bringing her goods 
from Ennis, was found Sake, on police 
investigation, a pure invantion ? 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Bzacu) (Bristol, W.), 
in reply, said, that the alleged outrage 
on Mrs. Morony’s house was at first 
supposed to be malivious; but it had 
since been found not to be so. 


ADMIRALTY—SENION NAVAL 
WRITERS. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) asked 
the First Lord of the Admiralty, Whe- 
ther it is the intention of the Admiralty 
to increase the pay and better the posi- 
tion of the senior Naval writers of fifteen 
years’ standing ; whether they are a class 
of public servants who perform impor- 
tant duties, and are directly and in- 
directly responsible for the correct keep- 
ing of accounts which deal with vast 
sums of the public money ; whether their 
duties are identical with those of the 
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they are debarred from advancing to 
that higher position, no matter how fit 
or what superior qualifications they may 
; whether these grievances are 
now in existence for seventeen years; 
whether the Admiralty will recommend 
that, after such a long period of service, 
they shall either receive a grant of two 
shillings per diem, or else give them 
similar and nding rank and pay 
as received by the chief writers under 
the Army Warrant; and, whether an 
inquiry will be made into the present 
grievances arising from the system of 
having two classes of public servants, 
rendering the same services to the 
Crown, whose pay and prospects are 
alleged to be so unfair and dissimilar? 
Tae SECRETARY ro tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Forwoop) (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) (who replied) said : It is not 
the intention to alter the position or pay 
of the Naval writers, for which position 
there is considerable competition. They 
are not responsible to the Admiralty for 
the correct keeping of accounts; neither 
are they entrusted with vast sums of 
public money. Their duties are not 
identical with those of the paymasters— 
the accountant officers of the Navy. 
Their examination, also, prior to ad- 
mission into the Service, is of a very 
different order. The Admiralty are not 
prepared to advance the pay of Naval 
writers, or to considerably increase the 
Naval Estimates by making them war- 
rant officers, and no inquiry is consi- 
dered to be necessary into their position. 


ADMIRALTY—CHIEF OFFICERS OF THE 
COASTGUARD SERVICE. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, ~ asked the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, If the 
Government has any intention to put 
the Chief Officers of the Coastguard 
Service, as far as pay, emoluments, &c., 
are concerned, on the same level as 
Warrant Officers of the Royal Navy, 
with whom they hold relative rank in 
the Service ? 

Tue SECRETARY to roe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Forwoop) (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) (who replied) said: The rank 
of warrant officer is attainable only by 
service at sea and in foreign climates ; 
and the Admiralty are not prepared to 
extend the rank to chief officers of the 
Coastguard, whose duties are performed 


at home and mainly on shore. 


{Szpreicsmh'20, 1886} 
senior accountant officers, and whether 





ROLLS OFFICE (ITRELAND)—MR. 
T. F. M‘CONRY. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.) asked the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, If Mr. Thomas Francis M‘Conry 
late clerk in the Irish Rolls Office, will 
be allowed the full amount of retiring 
pay, as laid down in the letter of the 
Lords of the Treasury to Lord O’Hagan, 
dated 17th February 1872? 

Toe SECRETARY ro rae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.), in 
reply, said, he had referred to the 

apers in this case, and he found that 
ed Thomas Francis M‘Conry had re- 
ceived as large an allowance on retire- 
ment as the conditions of his former 
employment permitted, and there was 
no intention to increase the allowance. 


CROWN LAND REVENUES—WINDSOR 
FOREST AND PARK—FOOD 
FOR GAME. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Whether he is aware that there is an 
annual expenditure from the Revenues 
of the Crown lands of a large sum of 
money for feeding game in Windsor 
Forest and Great Park, and for the 
salaries of gamekeepers; and, under 
what Statute or other authority the 
Commissioners make these annual pay- 
ments ? 

Tue SECRETARY to raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): Yes, 
Sir; I am aware that there is an annual 
expenditure from the revenues of the 
Crown lands for feeding game in Wind- 
sor Forest and Great Park and for the 
salaries of gamekeepers. The Commis- 
sioners of Woods make those payments 
in aceordance with an arrangement 
sanctioned by the Treasury, and under 
the powers of management of the pos- 
sessions and land revenues of the Crown 
vested in them by the Act of 10 Geo. 1V., 
ce. 50. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: Is it under 
the sanction of this House? 

Mr. JAOKSON : I take it these pay- 
ments are made under the authority of 
an Act of Parliament. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: No, no! 

Mr. JACKSON: The hon. Member 
perfectly well knows they are sanctioned 
yearly in the Estimates. 

Mr. LABOUOHERE: No. 
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POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—MAIL SER- 
VICE TO KILDYSART, CO. CLARE. 


Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Postmaster General, If he is aware that 
a public meeting was held lately at 
Kildysart, county Clare, at which the 
following Resolution was passed unani- 
mously, viz. :— 

“That, in consequence of the great incon- 
venience caused to the people of Kildysart by 
the want of proper mail service, we earnestly 
trust the Government will take immediate steps 
to remedy such a state of things, &c. ; ”’ 
if he received a copy of said Resolution; 
if it was stated at the meeting that the 
mail train carrying letters from Dublin, 
England, and elsewhere arrived at Ennis 
at 11.30 a.m.; if the mail car from 
Ennis to Labasheeda, vii Kildysart, 
starts from Ennis six hours before the 
arrival of those mails, or at 4.30 a.m. ; 
if thereby the letters are detained in 
Ennis for sixteen hours, and the daily 
newspapers are not delivered in those 
districts till late the day after publica- 
tion; and, if the Postmaster General 
will consider this case, and if he will 
make arrangements that the mail car 
now leaving Ennis at 4.30 a.m. will not 
start till 11.30 a.m., the hour at which 
at present the mail train arrives at 


Ennis ? 

Taz VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hottanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said, the 
Postmaster General had not yet received 


a copy of the resolution referred to. 


THE MAGISTRACY (IRELAND) — FIN- 
TONA COURTHOUSE—MR,. 
SPROULE, J.P. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether his attention has 
been directed to the proceedings at 
Fintona Courthouse on Monday last ; 
whether it is true that two police con- 
stables swore that Mr. Sproule, J.P., 
was staggering drunk on the previous 
night; and, whether the statements 
sworn to in Court by Mr. Sproule were 
contradicted on oath by several respect- 
able witnesses; and, if so, whether he 
will direct the attention of the Lord 
Chancellor to Mr. Sproule’s conduct, or 
what other course it is intended to take 
in the matter? 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hoxmes) (Dublin Uni- 
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versity) (who replied) said: I have read 
a Report of the proceedings at Fintona 
Courthouse referred to in the Question 
of the hon. Member. One police con- 
stable swore that Mr. Sproule, J.P., was 
staggering drunk, and another made a 
remark, but apparently not on oath, to 
the same effect. Mr. Sproule’s state- 
ments were contradicted on oath by 
respectable witnesses. I have for- 
warded the Report furnished to me to 
the Lord Chancellor for his considera- 
tion. 


QUEENSLAND—NEWLY-DISCOVERED 
GOLD FIELD. 


Sm RICHARD TEMPLE ( Worcester, 
Evesham) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, Whether information 
has reached him that a gold region of 
extraordinary richness has been dis- 
covered near Etheredge, on the Gilbert 
River, North Queensland ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
E. cng om” (Lincolnshire, Horn- 
castle): The Etheredge gold field in 
Queensland has long been known to be 
extensive ; but no official Reports of new 
discoveries of gold have been received. 
The field is a long distance from the 
coast. 


THE MAGISTRACY (ENGLAND AND 
WALES)—WORKING MEN 
MAGISTRATES. 


Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE ( Wednes- 
bury) asked Mr. Attorney General, 
Whether, having regard to the measure 
of satisfaction which has been given to 
the demands of the working classes by 
the appointment of working men as 
magistrates in certain districts in Eng- 
land, the Lord Chancellor would be 
willing to issue a circular to Lord Lieu- 
tenants of Counties, urging upon them 
the desirability, particularly in populous 
districts, of making further nominations 
of working men to the Magisterial 
Bench ? 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp Wesster) (Isle of Wight): 
The Lord Chancellor would not be 
willing to issue any such Circular to 
the Lord Lieutenants of counties as is 
suggested in the Question. In ordinary 
course, the Lord Lieutenants reeoommend 
to the Lord Chancellor gentlemen whom 
they consider most suited in each dis- 
trict, having regard to all the cireum- 
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stances of each case; and the Lord 
Chancellor is not prepared to advise 
them to recommend any one class more 
than another. 


WATER SUPPLY (METROPOLIS)— 
LEGISLATION. 


Mr. JAMES ROWLANDS (Fins- 
bury, E.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Whether the Government 
propose to introduce any measure for 
the relief of London water consumers 
from the charges laid upon them under 
the existing system ? 

Taz CHANCELLORor raz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotra Cuvnrcuit1) 
(Paddington, 8.): This Question ought 
rather to have been addressed to my 
right hon. Friend the President of the 
Local Government Board ; but as he is 
unavoidably absent, all I can say is, 
that the matter has not yet come directly 
under the notice of Her Majesty's Gu- 
vernment. It is, undoubtedly, a matter 
of great importance ; and I do not think 
it would be possible for the Government 
to refrain for any great length of time 
from considering it in a practical man- 
ner. 


SCOTLAND —THE CROFTER COMMIS- 
SLONERS— PUBLIC SITTINGS. 


Mr. MACDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.) asked the Secretary for 
Scotland, Whether he will inform the 
House as to the cause of the delay in 
the public sittings of the Crofter Com- 
missioners in admitted crofting parishes; 
and, when it is proposed that they 
should commence their public sittings ? 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Barrour) (Manchester, E.) : 
There has been no delay in the matter 
referred to by the hon. Member. The 
Crofters Act received the Royal Assent on 
June 25. The Commissioners shortly after- 
wards entered on their duties, and have 
been very actively engaged in inquiring 
as to the parishes to which the Act will 
apply, in settling and printing the legal 
forms of procedure and record necessary 
for working the Act, and in making ar- 
rangements with the public Departments 
for carrying on the business of the Com- 
mission. ‘These preliminary matters 
have now been virtually settled, and the 
Commissioners hope to commence their 
publie sittings at Dornoch in the first 
week in October. , 
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POST OFFICE (SCOTLAND)—COMMUNI- 
CATION BETWEEN DORNOCH AND 
BONARBRIDGE. 


Mr. MACDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.) asked the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, Whether he will be prepared to ad- 
vise the Treasury authorities to consent - 
to the substitution of a mail gig between 
Dornoch and Bonarbridge, provided the 
inhabitants of these towns find a con- 
tractor who will carry the mails and 
parcels for the sum now being paid to 
the rural postmen and their assistants 
at present employed by the Post Office 
between these two towrs ? 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Horzayp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said, if the 
hon. Member would put his proposal in 
writing and send it to the Postmaster 
General he would carefully examine it, 
poh if the request could be complied 
with. 


SCOTLAND— THE HEMPRIGG TRUS- 
TEES, WICK—ENCROACHMENT 
ON RIGHTS OF WAY. 

Mr. MACDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.) asked the Lord Advocate, 
Whether his attention has been called 
to an article in Zhe John 0’ Groat Journal 
of the 8th instant, which complains that 
the trustees of the Hemprigg Estates, 
in the vicinity of Wick Lane, have in- 
fringed the immemorial rights of the 
people of that burgh y erecting barbed 
wire fencing along the river’s bank, 
which fencing encroaches on the public 
right of way; and, whether Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government will consider the ex- 
pediency of taking such action as will 
enable the people of Wick to recover 
what they regard as their ancient rights, 
and further prevent the possibility of 
encroachments being made by private 
individuals upon the rights of commu- 
nities ? 

Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. J. H. 
A. Macponatp) (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities) : I have not seen 
the article to which the hon. Member’s 
Question refers. But, assuming the cor- 
rectness of the statements in the Ques- 
tion, they relate to matters which can 
only be dealt with by the Civil Court. 
Neither Her Majesty’s Government nor 
the Crown Departments would have any 
locus standé in mecoeeg® relating to a 
right-of-way ‘along a river bank, and 
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any members of the public can compe- 
tently sue a proprietor who interferes 
with them in their exercise of such a 
right where it exists. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND)—PAY 
OF OFFICERS. 


Mz. MACDONALD CAMERON 
Wick, &c.) asked the Secretary for 
tland, Whether it is true that the 
Scotch Fishery officers memorialised the 
Fishery Board for an increase of pay and 
travelling allowances in consequence of 
greatly increased duties; and, if so, 
whether the Board refused to entertain 
the said Memorial ; whether, in addition, 
a deputation of fishery officers was re- 
ceived by the Board, and a promise 
given them that their grievances would 
receive early attention; and, whether 
the Fishery Board have taken any steps 
for the amelioration of the condition of 
the officers? 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. A. J. Batrovr) (Manchester, E.) : 
It is quite true that the officers mentioned 
by the hon. Member memorialized the 
Fishery Board for an increase in their 
pay and travelling allowances. The 

ard, after hearing the deputation which 
waited upon them, went fully into the 
question, but as regards salaries did not 
see their way to making any recommen- 
dation for the consideration of the Trea- 
sury. As regards the travelling allow- 
ances, the Board could not recommend 
that any change he made in the rule 
laid down by the Treasury that these 
allowances were not to be productive of 
profit; but if it can be shown that they 
are productive of loss to the officers the 
matter will be reconsidered. 


BRITISH NORTH AMERICAN PRO- 
VINCES—NEWFOUNDLAND—DIS- 
TRESS IN LABRADOR. 


Mr. GEDGE (Stockport) asked the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
Whether he has received any Report 
as to the alleged wide-spread distress 
among the fishermen of Labrador ? 

Tsz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
E. Stannore) (Lincolnshire, Horncastle): 
I am glad to say that a telegram from 
Newfoundland informs me that the 
Government of that Colony have no Re- 
port of unusual distress in Labrador ex- 
cept in two places, where relief has been 
already sent. ‘The fishery, however, is 
generally much below the average. The 


Mr. J. H. 4. Macdonald 
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Governor, I am sorry to add, anticipates 
widespread distress in Newfoundland 
during the winter, involving heavy de- 
mands for Government assistance. 


POST OFFICE (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
—POSTAGE STAMPS—DISTINCTIVE 
COLOURS. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) asked the Postmaster 
General, When the new stamps with dis- 
tinctive colours for the different values 
will be re-issued to the public in accord- 
ance with the Report of the Departmental 
Committee, and which were stated in 
March last to be then in preparation ? 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (Sir Heyry Hottanp)( Bamp- 
stead) (who replied) said: The Post- 
master General is informed by the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue that the 
new postage stamps will be ready for 
issue on January | next. 


FRANCE AND MADAGASCAR, 


Mr. WATT (Glasgow, Camlachie) 
asked the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, If he is aware as 
to whether he can give the House any 
information regarding the relations 
at present existing between France 
and Madagascar, owing to the inter- 
ference of the French authorities there 
in the administration of the latter 
country; and, if he will institute in- 
quiries so as to enable the Government, 
if deemed advisable, to make representa- 
tions to the French Government on the 
subject ? 

Taz UNDER SECRETARY (Sir 
James Fercusson) (Manchester, N.E.) 
The relations between France and Mada- 
gascar are regulated by the Treaty of 
February 2 last between the two Govern- 
ments. So long as the rights of British 
subjects, as guaranteed by Treaty, are 
not interfered with, Her Majesty’s 
Government have no ground for making 
any representations. 


WAR OFFICE—ORDNANCE DEPART- 
MENT—GUARANTEE OF GUNS. 


Coroner HUGHES -HALLETT 
(Rochester) asked the Secretary of State 
for War, What guarantee, if any, has 
been usually given by Messievrs. Arm- 
strong and Oompany, and by Messieurs 
Whitworth and Company, to the Ord- 
nance Department, in the case:.of,. all 











Prisons 
guns which they have had the order to 
manufacture ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smarn) (Strand, Westminster): 
When contracts are made for guns that 
are to be partly paid for before they are 
completed or proved a formal guarantee 
is usually executed under seal for the 
ultimate completion of the guns; but in 
cases where the contracts provide that 
the guns are to be proved and passed 
before payment is made no guarantee is 
taken. 
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DEFENCE OF BRITISH POSSESSIONS 
AND COMMERCE ABROAD—REPORT 
OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION. 


Captaris COLOMB (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow, &c.) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, Whether the Govern- 
ments of the Colonies and Dependencies 
have been furnished with the evidence 
taken and the Report made by the Royal 
Commission on the defence of British 
Possessions and Commerce Abroad ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
E. Stannore)( Lincolnshire, Horncastle) : 
The evidence taken and the Report made 
by the Royal Commission on the Defence 
of British Possessions Abroad has, in 
accordance with the custom in those 
matters, been kept secret; but the Aus- 
tralasian Colonies have been furnished 
for their confidential use with so much 
of the Report as affected their inte- 
rests. 


POST OFFICE—TELEGRAPHICO COMMU- 
NICATION BETWEEN THE UNITED 
KINGDOM AND THE AUSTRALA- 
SIAN COLONTES. 


Cartary COLOMB (Tower Hamlets, 
Bow, &c.) asked the Postmaster General, 
How often and in what periods during 
the last six years has telegraphic com- 
munication between the United King- 
dom and the Australasian Colonies been 
solely dependent upon telegraph lines 
through Russia? 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or rue 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hortanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: I am 
informed that during the last six years 
on one occasion only—namely, between 
the 7th and 16th of the present month— 
has telegraphic communication between 
the United Kingdomand the Australasian 


Colonies been de pt solely upon the 
telegraphic line pean Russia. 
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RAILWAY OCOMPANIES—RETURN OF 
RATES. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) asked the Secretary to 
the Board of e, When the Return 
ordered to be made by the House on the 
10th April last, as to the charges made 
by Railway Companies in the United 
Kingdom for the rates on imported and 
home produce, will be in the hands of 
Members ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry Dz 
Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : The 
Return in question is not completed, as 
the following Companies have not yet 
replied—the London and North Western, 
the London, Brighton, and South Coast, 
the London, Chatham, and Dover, the 
Great Eastern, the Great Western, the 
Great Northern, the Manchester, Shef- 
field, and Lincolnshire, the South East- 
ern, the Caledonian, and the Belfast and 
Northern Counties. All these Companies 
state that the Returns are in preparation. 
As soon as they are received the Return 
shall be laid on the Table. 


PRISONS (IRELAND)—DEATH OF 
THOMAS FITZGERALD, A CONVICT, IN 
MOUNTJOY PRISON. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Kerry, E.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether Thomas 
Fitzgerald, convicted at the Cork Assizes 
in December 1885, was found dead in 
his cell in Mountjoy Prison on the 13th 
inst.; whether an inquest was held; 


and, if so, what verdict was given; 
whether he made any statement shortly 
before his death relative to his guilt or 


innocence on the charge for which he 
was convicted; and, whether it was 
notorious to the authorities that Fitz- 
gerald was subject to epileptic fits, and 
if any consequent vigilance was ob- 


served in his case during his imprison- 
ment? 

Tne CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beaon) (Bristol, W.): 


Thomas Fitzgerald was not found dead 
in his cell at Mountjoy Prison. He died 
on the 6th instant of typhoid fever in 
the hospital ward of Maryborough In- 
valid Prison, to which he had been re- 
moved in March last with a view to 
special attention being given him on 
account of epileptic fits to which he was 
subject. An inquest was held, and the 
verdict was that the cause of death was 
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hoid fever, the jury adding that they 
believed that he received all the care 
and attention necessary for one in his 
condition. He does not appear to have 
made any statement as to the charge on 
which he was convicted. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION ABROAD— 
MR. MATTHEW ARNOLD’S SPECIAL 
REPORT. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester) asked the 
Vice President of the Committee of 
Council, Whether he has considered Mr. 
Matthew Arnold’s Special Report on 
Elementary Education Abroad, with a 
view to acting upon any of the sugges- 
tions contained therein, and particularly 
whether the Education Department will 
use its influence to secure a graduation 
of the number of hours of schooling in 
each week, in accordance with the ages 
of children, as described on pages 11 
and 13 of the Special Report ; such 
farther modification of payment by re- 
sults as may be n to facilitate 
the introduction of methods of teaching 
described on page 13 as ‘‘ more gradual, 
more natural, more rational, than” 
those of English schools; the replace- 
ment of the pupil teacher system by 
some such method of training teachers 
as that described on page 16, in the case 
of Saxony ; the abolition of school fees, 
as suggested on page 24; the organi- 
sation of secondary instruction, as re- 
commended on page 25 ? 

Mr. BAUMANN (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) asked, whether the attention of the 
Vice President had been called to a re- 
solution passed by the Council of the 
Metropolitan Federation of Radical 
Clubs calling upon persons who sent 
their children to board schools under the 
control of the London School Board to 
discontinue the payment of school fees 
on and after October the 4th, and also 
to refuse to sign any paper in reference 
to school fees; and if, in the event of a 
strike against school fees, the Education 
Department intended to take any mea- 
sures to enforce the law ? 

Toe VICE PRESIDENT (Sir 
Henry Hortanp) (Hampstead): The 
attention of the Department will, of 
course, be directed to the suggestions 
contained in Mr. Arnold’s interesting 
Report ; but, pending the Report of the 
Royal Commission upon Elementary 
Education, I am not prepared to say 
how far it may be desirable to carry any 


Sir Wichael Hicks- Beach 
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of them into effect. I may, however, 
add, as to one part of the Question, that 
Mr. Arnold suggests the abolition of 
school fees on political rather than edu- 
cational grounds. With reference to 
the Question of the hon. Member be- 
hind me (Mr. Baumann), I do not see 
how it in any way bears on the Question 
upon the Paper ; but ifthe hon. Member 
puts it down I will answer it. 


LAND (IRELAND)—THE BOARD OF 
WORKS—LOANS TO CERTAIN TENANTS. 


Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, ether the 
Board of Works in Ireland have refused 
to sanction loans to improving tenants 
whose holdings may happen to be on 
estates which are in Chancery because 
they hold under nominal leases, though 
practically they are tenants from year 
to year? 

& SECRETARY ro rae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.) (who 
replied) said, perhaps the hon. Member 
would allow him to answer the Question. 
The Question appeared to refer to appli- 
cations for loans by tenants under leases 
for seven years pending proceedings in 
Chancery. On tho expiration of such 
leases the tenants holding under them 
had, the Board of Works were advised, 
no rights, and their interest in the lands 
ceased. There was, therefore, no suffi- 
cient security on which to lend. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON asked if the 
hon. Gentleman was informed that they 
would not be future tenants under the 
Land Act ? 

Mr. JACKSON: Perhaps the hon. 
Member would be good enough to put 
the Question down on the Paper. 


MINES REGULATION (IRELAND)—IN- 
SPECTION OF THE MONTEEN COL- 
LIERY, CO. KILKENNY. 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gai, E.) asked the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, If it is a fact 
that no inspector has been seen at the 
Monteen Colliery, Oastlecomer, in county 
Kilkenny, for fifteen months; and, whe- 
ther he will cause inquiry to be made as 
to the sufficiency of the existing arrange- 
ments for the duty of inspection in that 
and neighbouring collieries ? ’ 

Tae SEORETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E:), in reply, 
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said, he was informed that the Monteen 


Colliery and other collieries in the 
neighbourhood were visited by the In- 
spector in July, 1885. The Inspector 
had also visited this district—not ac- 
tually the Monteen Colliery—three times 
this year. Inspections were made in 
this district as frequently as in other 
parts of the United Kingdom, and they 
could not be increased consistently with 
existing arrangements; but in the case 
of any complaints or confidential com- 
munication to the Home Office spe- 
cial inspection and inquiry should be 
made. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR asked if 
he was to understand that 14 or 15 
months was the average period for the 
inspection of collieries not only in Ire- 
land, but alsoin England? 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Ordinarily that 
is the average time within which inspec- 
tion takes Siss in each district; but I 
am not able to answer for each parti- 
cular colliery. 


OWNERS AND OCCUPIERS OF LAND 
(ENGLAND AND WALES)—INCI- 
DENCE OF TITHES. 


Mr. KENYON (Denbigh, &c.) asked 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Whe- 
ther the Government are willing to con- 
sider the present Law with respect to 
the incidence of tithes, with a view to re- 
moving the liability from the occupiers 
to the owners, upon terms just to the 
payer and receiver ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpo.trpnH CuunrcHrt) 
(Paddington, 8.): Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment are fully sensible of the great 
gravity of the question alluded to by 
the hon. Member; and they will give 
their attention to the subject in the hope 
of next Session being enabled to intro- 
duce legislative changes in the direction 
indicated by the hon. Member. 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON PUBLIC 
DEPARTMENTS — OUTDOOR OFFI- 
CIALS OF CUSTOMS AND EXCISE. 


Mr. MATTHEW KENNY (Tyrone, 
Mid) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, If he will state whether the 
out-door officials of the Customs and 
Excise Departments will be brought 
under the scope of the inquiry of the 
Royal Commission on the Public De- 
partments ? 
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Tae CHANCELLOR ortnze EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrn OnvrcHit1) 
(Paddington, 8.): I have to remind the 
hon. Member that the Commission to 
which he alludes is appointed to inquire 
into the establishments of the Civil Ser- 
vice generally ; and obviously the class 
of servants he alludes to is within the 
scope of that Commission. 


THE LANDOWNERS OF LONDON— 
A RETURN. 


Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) asked the President of the 
Local Government Board, Whether the 
Government will be pre to direct 
a Return to be made of the Landowners 
of London, in extension of the Return 
of the Landowners of the United King- 
dom ; the Return to show the names of 
freeholders, including ground landlords, 
the nature and present rateable value of 
their properties, and where possible the 
amount of the ground rent ? 

Tae PRESIDENT (Mr. Rrroutr) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): I am 
told that information of a reliable kind, 
such as is desired by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, will be very difficult to obtain, 
and will certainly involve very consider- 
able expenditure. I will, however, cause 
inquiries to be made on the subject. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
RENEWAL OF THE RIOTS AT 
BELFAST. 

Mr. EWART (Belfast, N.) asked the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland the follow- 
ing Question, of which he had given 
him private Notice:—Whether or not 
the statement in Zhe 7imes this morning 
is correct, with respect to an attack by 
a riotous mob on the Davis Street Police 
Barracks, Belfast, last night, the object 
being to release a prisoner; and, whe- 
ther he can give the House any further 
information on the subject ? 

Taz CHANCELLOR or rue EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpoten CuvRocHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.) : My right hon. Friend 
has left the House ; but it is obvious that 
that is a Question of which Notice ought 
to be given. 


CHANNEL FISHERIES—FISHERIES RE. 
GULATION, 1843—VISIT OF FRENCH 
FISHING SMACKS TO GREAT YAR- 
MOUTH. 

Sir HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Secretary to the Board 
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of Trade, Whether his attention had 
been called to the fact that some French 
fishing smacks had put into Yarmouth 
on Saturday last, and disposed of their 
fish there; whether English smack 
owners were precluded from doing the 
same thing in French ports; and, whe- 
ther such a state of things was not pre- 
judicial to British fishing interests ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
Dr Worms) Cheam East Toxteth), 
in reply, said, that he had only received 
Notice of the Question of his hon. Friend 
when he reached the House. Telegrams 
in respect to the subject had been re- 
ceived at the Board of Trade on Satur- 
day night, and instructions were imme- 
diately sent to the officer of the Depart- 
ment at Yarmouth to hold an inquiry 
into the matter. The Report of that 
officer had not yet been received. 


PARLIAMENT—BUSINESS OF THE 
HOUSE. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked the 
noble Lord the Leader of the House 
for some information with respect to 
the course the Government proposed to 
adopt on the several stages of the Ap- 
propriation Bill ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or ruz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpn Cuxvroni11z) 
Crevy. gate S.): We shall ask the 

ouse to read the Appropriation Bill a 
second time this evening, and it will be 
put down as the first Order for to- 
morrow. The third reading we will 
take on Wednesday, and that will admit 
of the Prorogation taking place on 
Friday, or at latest on Saturday. 


LAW AND JUSTICE—A COURT OF 
CRIMINAL APPEAL—LEGISLATION. 
Mr. SHIRLEY (Yorkshire, W.R., 

Doncaster) asked Mr. Attorney General, 

Whether the Government would consider 

the advisability of bringing in a Bill to 

establish a Court of Criminal Appeal, so 
that innocent persons might have greater 
security than at resent ? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricwarp Wesster) (Isle of Wight) : 
The question of the establishment of a 
Court of Criminal Appeal is undoubtedly 
one of very great importance; and Her 
Majesty’s Government will certainly 
consider whether it will be in their 
power to bring in a Bill to deal with 
the matter. 


Sir Henry Tyler 
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EVICTIONS (IRELAND)—THE LATEST 
STATISTICS, 

Mr. PARNELL (Cork): I wieh, Sir, 
to ask the Chief Secretary for Ireland a 
Question, of which I have given him 
private Notice—namely, Whether he can 
give the House any information with 
regard to the number of evictions which 
have taken place in Ireland since the 
date of the last Return—that is to say, 
since the 30th of June, which is the last 
Return that we have ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnazt Hickxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
I have done my best to obtain the in- 
formation which the hon. Member asks 
for, although I only received his Notice 
at 4 o’clock. The figures which I now 
give are only approximate, and of course 
the House is aware that the Returns of 
evictions include evictions for a great 
many causes, and in a great many cases 
besides those for non-payment of rent. 
Since the 30th of June 1,037 families, 
including 5,300 persons, have been 
evicted. Out of those 651 families, in- 
cluding 3,636 persons, had been re- 
admitted as tenants or caretakers. The 
balance, therefore, actually evicted is 
357 families, including 1,675 persons. 

Mr. PARNELL: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman tell me up to what date that 
information comes ? 

Si MICHAEL HIOKS-BEACH : 
I believe it is up to the end of last 
— is to say, practically up to 

ate. 
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TENANTS’ RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 
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O’ Connor, Mr. Pinkerton, Mr. Mahony.) 
[BILL 47.] SECOND READING. 
[FIRST NIGHT. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. PARNELL (Cork): It has been 
frequently stated, Sir, that an unmis- 
takable mandate was conveyed by the 
result of the General Election against 
the concession of self-government to 
Ireland. I desire to take the liberty of 
saying that, in my judgment, another 
and still more unmistakable mandate 
was also conveyed by the result of the 
General Election, and that was a man- 
date to the House of Commons that they 
should show themselves equally willing 
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and equally able to provide for the 
wants of Ireland, and to redress her 

ievances as her own Parliament would 
bi I cannot think, Sir, that any argu- 
ment drawn from the lateness of this 
Session—in view of the fact that a House 
has been returned of Members many of 
whom are fresh, most of whom are 
vigorous and young, and in view of the 
fact that the House has only been met 
together for a short period of six weeks 
since its election—ought to cause the 
House to feel that it has had too much 
or too hard work to do, and is entitled 
to a holiday immediately, especially if I 
can substantiate and make good my case 
that a state of urgency exists in Ireland 
with regard to the relations between 
the landlords and the tenants of that 
country. Nothing was more remarkable, 
no argument was stronger than those 
arguments which were addressed to the 
different constituencies by Members of 
the Liberal Party who described them- 
selves as Liberal Unionists, in which 
they affirmed their belief that England 
was both able and willing to redress 
Irish grievances and to attend to her 
wants. I think, Sir, I am right in 
calling upon Gentlemen who used those 
arguments to the English constituencies 
now to consider} my case; and if I am 
able to make a case for immediate inter- 
ference by the Legislature, then they 
ought to consider how far they will be 
justified in asking the oppressed and 
impoverished Irish tenants to wait for 
fully five months before even they con- 
sider this question. My measure, Sir, 
is a simple one. It consists of three 
provisions. The first and the most im- 
portant of them undoubtedly is—be- 
cause it is directed to the more imme- 
diate and pressing necessity of the case 
—that which provides that any tenant 
of a statutory tenancy who has had his 
rent fixed prior to the last day of the 
year 1884 may apply to the Land Com- 
mission to abate his rent, and that the 
Land Commission may abate the rent, 

rovided two requirements are satisfied. 

he first of these requirements is that 
the tenant shall show—before he is en- 
titled to make the application, before 
the Land Commission can take any action 
to relieve him—that he has paid half 
the rent ordinarily payable in respect of 
the year 1886, and half of any antece- 
dent arrears thereto. The second re- 
quirement necessary in order to entitle 
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the tenant to relief from the Land Com- 
mission—the second imperative require- 
ment is, that he shall prove to the satis- 
faction of the Land Commission that he 
is unable to pay the remainder of his 
rent without deprivation—I observe 
that in some versions of the Bill which 
have appeared in the Press the word 
‘‘ depreciation ’”’ has been substituted for 
“deprivation ”’—‘‘ of the means neces- 
sary for the cultivation and stocking” 
ofthe holding. Then, if the Court, after 
these two requirements have been satis- 
fied, makes an abatement, it is to apply 
to the rent ordinarily payable in the year 
1886, as well as to the antecedent arrears, 
and also to the rent which would ordi- 
narily become payable in the ensuin 
year—that is to say, in 1887. The saad 
main provision of the Bill is one providing 
for the admission at once of all lease- 
holders to the benefits of the Land Act 
of 1881—that is to say, of the rent-fixing 
clauses of the Land Act of 1881—who 
would, on the expiration of their leases, 
be entitled to apply to have their rents 
fixed. There are certain exceptions by 
which it is intended to provide for the 
cases of beneficial leases where valuable 
consideration has been given, and also 
to except middlemen from the operation 
of the Act, whether they desire or whe- 
ther they do not desire to come under 
its operation. Lastly, the exceptions 
contained in the 58th section of the 
Land Act of 1881 are re-enacted. The 
third and last provision of this Bill is 
that for suspending all ejectment pro- 
ceedings—proceedings for the recovery 
of rent—upon payment of half the rent 
and arrears due. This Bill, with the 
exception of the provisions regarding 
the admission of leaseholders, is a tem- 
porary Bill, directed to provide against 
atemporary emergency. It is intended 
to meet the eee in prices, which 
we undoubtedly cannot prove will be 
permanent. We only know, so far, that 
this depreciation in prices began in 
1885, and it has gone on without any 
signs of recovery—indeed, showing signs 
to the contrary from that time until 
now. We cannot prove that this de- 
reciation in prices will be permanent ; 
but we have reason to fear that it will 
be. As, however, we cannot prove the 
permanency of this depreciation, we 
simply ask that the House shall take 
action for the limit of time which has 
reference to the rents due in November, 
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and also for the further period which 
must elapse before the House can take 
any action on the Report of the Com- 
mission appointed by the Government 
for the purpose of inquiring into this 
matter. We abstain entirely from pre- 
judging the proposals of the Government, 
we do not t action beyond 

the limit of time i have mentioned. 
But we take the fact of this admitted 
depreciation in prices since the bulk of 
the judicialrents were fixed, the damaged 
harvest, together with the potato blight 
which has, unhappily, set in to an 
alarming extent in Ireland ; and we pro- 
pose a remedy for this state of affairs 
pending the time that the House will be 
able to take action in the next Session 
of Parliament on any proposals or Re- 
rt that may besubmitted by the Royal 
Connast ssion appointed for that purpose. 
This time cannot be until next November 
twelvemonth. Parliament is to adjourn 
now for five months, and it will not meet 
again until, I suppose, the middle of 
next February. In the case of the Land 
Act of 1881 and the Arrears Act of 1882 
the remedial action of those measures 
did not begin to come into effect until 
the November following the Session in 
which they were passed—that is to say, 
the Land Courts were not at work in 
Treland until the November of 1881— 
the Land Act having occupied nearly 
half of the Session—and the Arrears 
Act did not come into operation until 
the November of 1882, having been 
assed in the Session of that year. 
herefore, unless the House accedes to 
my proposals the tenants and the land- 
lords in Ireland will, practically speak- 
ing, be left im statu quo until next No- 
vember twelvemonth. Another twelve 
months’ rent will then become due, in 
addition to the six months’ rent which 
will fall due in this November, and 
which we seek to provide against by 
this Bill. I take the last day of the 
year 1884 as the date within which the 
tenants must have had their rents fixed 
in order to entitle them to apply for an 
abatement, because the fali in prices 
commenced at the beginning of 1885. 
And although the Land Commission 
does not appear to commence to recog- 
nize that fall in prices until the com- 
mencement of 1886, and, justly speak- 
ing, the tenants whose rents were fixed 
in 1885 should also have been admitted 
to the benefits of this Bill, yet as those 
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tenants are few in number, and as the 
date coincides with the date of the com- 
mencement of the ms spout a I have 
thought it better, and perhaps fairer, 
under all the circumstances of the case, 
to take that far back date as the date of 
the limit. Now, it may be objected, in 
the first place, and probably will be, 
against my Bill that inability of the 
tenants to pay their rents will be a 
matter of exceeding difficulty and most 
tedious to ascertain. Now, Sir, we have 
some experience to teach us regarding 
this matter. It is from the Arrears Act 
of 1882 that this clause which I am now 
considering has been very largely taken. 
Under that Act inability to pay was a 
necessary condition for the action of the 
Land Commission, precisely the same 
body that is chosen by this Bill— 

“Inability to pay without loss of the hold- 
ing or the means necessary for the cultivation 
thereof.’’ 

I have substituted or adapted for those 
words the expression— 

“‘Tnability to pay without loss of his holding 
or deprivation of the means necessary for the 
cultivation and stocking thereof.”’ 

Now, in the working of the Arrears Act 
the Court of the Land Commission satis- 
fied itself within a period of four months 
of the inability to pay their rents of 
nearly 200,000 tenants. So that it is 
not a question that we can be in any 
doubt about, that this matter of inability 
to pay can be decided expeditiously and 
fairly, for its practicability has been 
already proved for us by the working of 
the Arrears Act of 1882, an Act than 
which no measure ever passed by Par- 
liament for Ireland has ever proved 
more satisfactory to both parties. The 
number of tenants involved will not be 
so great in this case as in the case of 
the Arrears Act; and in all probability 
before three months have elapsed, after 
the Land Commission has completed the 
necessary preliminaries, the question of 
the inability of the tenants to pay will 
be satisfactorily decided without any 
trouble or practical difficulty. Then, 
Sir, we have the further condition that 
the tenant must pay one-half of the 
rent to the landlord or into Court before 
he is qualified to apply to come within 
the provisions of the Act. Now, that 
condition is also mainly adapted or 
copied from the Arrears Act. In that 
case the tenant was not required to pay 
so large a proportion of the rent and 
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arrears as. J am requiring him to 
under this Bill, He was a peguiees 
to pay one-third of the rent and arrears ; 
the landlord had then to give up one- 
third, and the State advanced the re- 
maining third. I provide that the 
tenant shall pay one-half of the rent and 
arrears—the State paying nothing—and 
then that the Court shall estimate how 
much of the remaining half shall be 
aid by the tenant, and how much shall 
Be lost to the landlord. Now, I have 
shown that in these two main provisions 
this Bill closely follows the Act in Ire- 
land which proved most satisfactory and 
speedy in its working. The only prac- 
tical difference I make is this—that the 
State shall not be a loser in the trans- 
action. Well, Sir, the clause regarding 
the suspensory proceedings while the 
judicial a cme are proceeding, which 
will probably amount to about two or 
three months, is one which is taken ver- 
batim from the Arrears Act of 1882. 
It is a clause which worked very satis- 
factorily. No complaint was ever made 
of it, and it was found that evictions and 
proceedings in ejectment could be stayed 
under that clause without any practical 
loss whatever to the tenant, and that it 
enabled the Arrears Act and the Land 
Act of 1881 also to be worked in a much 
smoother way than otherwise would 
have been thecase. It has been argued, 
and may be argued again, in reference 
to this Bill that the Civil Bill Courts in 
Ireland have already power to grant 
stays in the execution of decrees; but 
there is a wide difference between the 
power to grant a stay in the execution 
of a decree and the power to suspend or 
postpone proceedings, which was pro- 
vided by the Act of 1882, and also pro- 
vided by this Bill. In the one case, the 
case already provided for by the rules 
governing the proceedings of the Civil 
Bill Courts, the proceedings are not 
suspended or postponed until after the 
decree has been granted. It is only, if 
Iam correctly informed, the execution 
of the decree—that is to say, the actual 
ejectment—that can be stayed by the 
Court; the Court has no power to stay 
the proceedings themselves. Such a 
power was found necessary in the work- 
ing of the Arrears Act. It was agreed 
to by all Parties in this House, and 
passed by the House of Lords without 
any objection. Ido not seek to push the 
matter any further than was intended by 
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the Arrears Act of 1882; but I claim 
that it is absolutely necessary that this 
suspensory power to that extent should 
be given in the present instance. If 
you only go as far as the power which 
already exists you will have the in- 
fliction of large and heavy costs upon 
the small tenants, against whom pro- 
ceedings are taken. These costs, in many 
cases, amount to moret han the entire 
rent. I would say in the case of the 
majority of the tenants against whom 
action is taken that the costs of eject- 
ment proceedings in the Civil Bill Courts 
amount to more than the rent. They 
amount to £2 16s. for each ejectment ; 
the rent in the majority of cases would 
not probably amount to that sum—I 
mean in the case of the smaller holdings, 
which are some 400,000 in number. It 
is no advantage to the unfortunate ten- 
ant who is unable to pay his rent to 
have an ejectment decree taken against 
him, and to have his rent more than 
doubled by the costs of ejectment pro- 
ceedings—in fact, in the case of the 
Arrears Act, many tenants have had 
decrees granted against them before 
the Act came into operation. In the 
case of some thousands of tenants in the 
North and West of Ireland the Arrears 
Act was altogether nugatory and use- 
less, because the costs exceeded the two 
years’ rent that was got rid of under the 
Act. So that I hope the Government 
and the House generally will admit that 
if any action is to be taken at all it will 
have to be an action suspending the pro- 
ceedings in ejectment, and not waiting 
until after the ejectment decrees have 
been obtained and additional cost heaped 
upon the tenant. Now I wish to say a 
word with to the leaseholders. 
It may be said that the provision with 
regard to the admission of leaseholders 
is out of place here; that, this being a 
temporary measure, the leaseholder 
ought to have no part to it. I say in 
reply that the leaseholders have waited 
long enough, and too long, and that I 
will be no party to tuate the hor- 
rible injustice—an injustice which is 
now, owing to the depreciation of prices, 
becoming crushing—caused by their con- 
tinued exclusion from the Act of 1880. 
It is a marvel to me how they have con- 
tinued to exist during the years since 
1881, and to retain the roof over their 
heads. I have no doubt that a la 

number of the outrages committed in 
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the last few years, and more ergs | 
during the first year or two after the 
Land Act of 1881 commenced working, 
were committed in reference to rack- 
rented leaseholders. These leaseholders 
are rack-rentedin a way beyond the ordi- 
nary standard of rack-renting in Ireland. 
They are, many of them, paying 50, 60, 
and 70 per cent above the Poor Law 
valuation. In the case of a great many, 
undoubtedly, arrangements have been 
entered into, after long trouble and con- 
tention between the landlord and the 
tenant, for an abatement of rent. In 
the case of a good many others they 
still remain crushed under impossible 
rents; and if we do not want to see the 
flower of the Irish tenantry crushed out 
of existence, then I say something ought 
to be done, and very speedily, for them 
to enable them to have their rents re- 
duced in the same proportion as the 
Land Commission have been reducing 
rents since the commencement of this 
year. Now, I have gone over the pro- 
visions of the Bill, and I have dealt with 
the difficulty which will be raised about 
the question of inability to pay rent. It 
will now be necessary to say a few words 
with regard to the question of the fall 
in prices, which is, of course, what we 
base our contention upon. Now, Sir, 
sometimes it has been denied that there 
has been any fall in prices at all. Others 
say that there has been some fall in 
prices, but not so great as alleged ; while 
others again say—and this is the most 
preposterous of all—that the Land Com- 
mission, in fixing the rents in 1882, 1883, 
and 1884, took into their consideration 
the fall in prices in 1885—that they 
scented and foresaw the reduction which 
came in 1885, and fixed the judicial rents 
so as to allow for that reduction. I 
think I shall show, first, that the depre- 
ciation of prices has not been exagge- 
rated ; secondly, that the Land Commis- 
sion did not, in fixing rents in 1882-4, 
take into consideration the fall in prices 
in 1885 and 1886 ; and, thirdly, that the 
Land Commission are now taking cog- 
nizance, for the first time, of the fall in 
prices which began in 1885 and has con- 
tinued steadily since. The fall has been 
very marked in the principal articles of 
produce in Ireland. These articles are 
butter, beef, pork, mutton, wool, two- 
year-old stock, and one-year-old stock. 





I find from a Return which has been | 
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The Irish Farmers’ Gasette—and let me 
explain that Zhe Irish Farmers’ Gasette 
is not a Nationalist but rather a land- 
lord’s paper—for each month of the year 
1885, aa butter, which for the six years 
ending in 1884 sold at 103s. 6d. per ewt., 
was in 1885 sold at an average price of 
75s. per ewt., or a fall of 27 percent. The 
price of beef averaged in the six years 
67s. per ewt. ; but in 1885 it was 56s. per 
ewt., or a fall of 15} percent. This is 
one of the articles which has the least 
to do directly with the prosperity of the 
Irish tenants, for a great number of the 
tenants make no beef; they sell their 
cattle as young or store stock to a few 
large graziers in Ireland, or send them 
to English farmers who fatten. Pork, 
which was 54s. 7d. in the six years, was 
in 1885 down to 43s. 6d., or a fall of 
20°3 per cent. Mutton, which in the 
six years averaged 79s. per cwt., was 
down to 65s. 5d., or a fall of 18-4 per 
cent. Wool, which in the former period 
was 11d. per lb., had fallen to 8¢., or a 
fall of 27 percent. Two-year-old stock, 
which in the former period were sold at 
£12 10s. per head, were down to £10 
per head, or a fall of 20 per cent. I 
may state that, although we have not 
been able to make a Return for 1886 with 
regard to two-year-olds, there can be 
no doubt that this class of stock has 
suffered a very large depreciation. 

“No! 4 It is all very well for the 

on. an lant Member for North 
Armagh (Colonel Saunderson) to say 
‘*No,” and shake his head; but he will 
not go back and shake his head at the 
tenant farmers of Ulster. Speaking as 
a practical man, I say that two-year-old 
stock has depreciated since 1855 a fur- 
ther 15 to 20 per cent at least. Nothing 
in the fall of prices in agricultural pro- 
duce is more remarkable or sudden than 
the fall in store stock, which the Irish 
farmers chiefly depend upon for the 
payment of their rent and their subsist- 
ence. One-year-old stock since the close 
of 1884 is also down 22 per cent. Now, 
Sir, this shows an average fall consider- 
ably above 20 per cent in the chief 
articles of produce raised by Irish 
farmers; and with the exception of 
butter there has been no rise in any 
of these articles during the six months 
of this year. [An hon. Memser: Wool. } 
It is chiefly foreign, and it has only very 
recently risen. With regard to butter, 
there is a larger demand only within the 
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last few weeks because the Irish farmers 
have no butter to sell. Let me say that 
owing to this fall in prices the Land Act 
of 1s81 has proved absolutely of no 
benefit whatever to the Irish farmer. I 
say it would have been far better for the 
Irish tenant farmers if the old prices 
had remained as they were prior to 1878 ; 
and if there had been no d Act the 
Irish tenant farmer would have been at 
the present day ina much better posi- 
tion than he is now. There has been a 
fall since that year in the principal arti- 
cles of 22 per cent, and the rent has been 
reduced under the Land Act by 19 per 
cent, so that the farmer is 3 per cent to 
the bad; and this without taking into 
account the very considerable rise in the 
price of labour owing to the emigration 
of a large number of labouring men. 
But the decisions of the Land Commis- 
sioners are a much higher testimony 
than the statistics I have quoted, strong 
as those figares are. What do we find 
has been their action during the six 
months of the present year? I find that 
a great and startling reduction in the 
rents has taken place as compared with 
the reductions made previously. I find 
for the months of January, February, 
March, April, May, and June, in 1886, 
in Ulster the reductions have been 9 
per cent below the valuation; whereas, 
previous to 1885, in Ulster the reduc- 
tions only averaged 4°2 per cent below 
the valuation. There isa much larger 
difference, however, in the other Pro- 
vinces. In Leinster the reductions this 
year have averaged 18 per cent below 
the Poor Law valuation as compared 
with the previous reductions of 15°3 per 
cent above the valuation, or a difference 
of 33 per cent in the judicial rents fixed 
before the fall in prices and those fixed 
since. In Connaught the reductions in 
the judicial rents averaged 7 per cent 
below the valuation for the six months 
this year, as compared with 13-2 per 
cent above the valuation for the years 
previous to this, or a difference of 20-2 
per cent. In Munster, where the 
reductions prior to 1885 were 25°8 
per cent over the valuation, we find 
that it is now 14 per cent above, or a 
difference of 24-4 per cent, as com- 
pared with the rents previous to the 
depreciation in prices. Well, Sir, that 
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is a very important piece of testimony, 
and I shall be very curious to hear the 
reply from the Government Benches. 
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The a reduction all over Ireland 
below the Poor Law valuation is 9°5 per 
cent for the six months. The average 
reduction in the year, as compared with 
the rents reduced previously, is 18 per 
cent. Then, again, the amount of re- 
ductions is larger. Not only is the rela- 
tive standard of the rents smaller, but 
the amount of the reductions, as com- 
pared with the original or former rents, 
is much larger than it was in the pre- 
vious years. Up to August, 1885, the 
reductions averaged 19-4 per cent of the 
old or former rent. In the first six 
months of this year the reductions 
averaged 28 per cent of the former rent. 
It is a common saying with regard to 
Irish landlords that it is necessary for 
Parliament, over and over again, to in- 
terfere to compel them to do that un- 
willingly which the English landlords 
do willingly. We have information 
with regard to the reductions which 
have been going on upon many estates 
in England. An hon. Member for one 
of the Home Counties gave it as his in- 
formation the other day in the course of 
debate that many English landlords find 
it very difficult to get any rent for their 
land at all, and that very large reduc- 
tions have been made. Some recent re- 
ductions have been recorded in The Land 
Agent’s Record. On the estates of Lord 
Lonsdale, in Westmoreland and Oum- 
berland, the reductions have been 20 
per cent. On Lord Zetland’s estates 
they have been 20 per cent on the half- 
year. On the estates of the Duke of 
Sutherland, in Scotland, they have been 
40 per cent. The tenants of Lord Fitz- 
hardinge, in Gloucestershire, have re- 
ceived a permanent reduction of 20 per 
cent; Mr. Wise, of Leamington, has al- 
lowed a reduction of 25 per cent; and 
Dr. Morrison, of Yorkshire, has reduced 
his reuts, based on the current rates of 
1884, by 50 per cent. I believe I may 
eall the Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
W. H. Smith) as a witness, because he 
has abated 40 per cent of the rent due 
from his tenants. Some of the Irish 
landlords are doing the same thing as 
the English landlords. Let me give an 
example. Earl Fitzwilliam has given a 
reduction to his tenants for the present 
year of 50 per cent on the old rent, 
Wicklow is one of the better-off counties 
of Ireland, and Lord Fitzwilliam’s are 
not among the worst-off tenants in the 
county. Yet his Lordship has recog- 
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is is on a large estate, and on the. 


©, estates, according to the evidence 
ores Richard Griffiths, the rents average 
ae about the Poor Law valuation ; con- 
sequently, the reduction, given by Earl 
Fitzwilliamtoall histenants alike, includ- 
_ ing leaseholders, will aa b h under 
the Poor Law valuation. eturn of 
evictions up to the last day % June has 
not been issued to Members, although 
it has been presented ; but we have just 
received from the Chief Secretary infor- 
mation which comes down to the end of 
last week. It has been argued that, 
because there was a diminution in the 
number of evictions in the last quarter 
of last year and the first quarter of this 
year, there is therefore no immediate 
necessity for the action of Parliament ; 
that the landlords are not evicting their 
tenants in Ireland, and that there can- 
not be any pressure now. We have had 
experience to show us that whenever 
there have been seasons of depression in 
Ireland, and whenever there have been 
starvation, distress, and inability to 
rent, evictions have mounted up We 
have evidence, on the pk a that 
whenever tenants have been fairly well 
ene to pay rent evictions have been 
ery few. In 1849, the season following 
yt terrible famine of 1846-7- 8, there 
were evicted 16,686 families and "90,000 
persons; in 1850, another bad year, 
there were evicted 19,000 families and 
104,000 persons; in 1851, 13,000 fami- 
lies and 68,000 persons. Thus, in those 
three years, there were evicted 50,000 
families and 252,000 persons. Let me 
compare with that period some good 
years. In the 11 years from 1865 to 
1875 the average annual number of 
evictions. was only 629. If I come down 
to a more recent period of distress, and 
in some places of famine—for instance, 
1880—I find that the number rose to 
2,102 families, or 10,000 persons; in 
1881, the year before the Land Act 
eame into operation, to 3,415 families, 
or 17,000 persons; in 1883, to 3,643 
families ak 17,000 persons ; in 1884 to 
4,000 families ‘and 20,000 persons. It 
will be argued, by some at least, that as 
the figures were not maintained in the 
last quarter of 1885 and the first quarter 
of this year, there is no pressing neces- 
sity for the Bill, because there is no 
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likelihood of ps Brig ay Ley 
contention, is, and it is aj t , 
the comparatively small, an ots of evie. 


tions in the end of 1885.and the com 
mencement of 1886 was. not. due to 

fact that there was no distress and. - 
ability to pay rent, but was due to two 
distinct. causes., One. cause, of the _re- 
duced number of evictions in ,the last 
quarter of 1885 was that Carnarvon 
addressed a public appeal to the dzyh 
landlords. to. refrain from eviction, to 

meet their tenants half-way, and to. be 
very cautious how they used the terrible 
penalty of eviction. The other cause 
which had a bearing upon the number 
of evictions in the first quarter of 1886 
was the fact that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the senior Member for Newcastle 
(Mr. John Morley) was Chief Secretary 


to the Lord Lieutenant, and by his 
speeches and declarations in this House 
distinctly discouraged evictions. There 


was also the reason that matters were in 
suspense ; the landlords were waiting to 
see what offer the Government were 
going to make them, and they were con- 
sequently indisposed to press their claims 
to the utmost extremity until they saw 
what their future permanent. position 
was likely to be. These two causes are 
no longer determining factors in the 
situation. Lord Carnarvon has ceased 
to be Lord Lieutenant, and has been 
laced by a Nobleman of whom little 
ye except what is bad ; the senior 
Somber for Newoastle has ceased to be 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, and he has 
been succeeded by ar ight hon. Gentle- 
man who has announced that he is going 
to leave the unfortunate tenants to their 
fate, and that any loss must fall, not on 
the landlords, but rather on the State. 
That these causes have ceased to be de- 
termining factors is proved by the sta- 
tistics coming down to the 30th of June, 
but not yet published; and also by the 
further information the Chief Coarets 
had just given as to the evictions wh 
have taken place since the end of J a. 
They disclose a very alarming state of 
things. In the quarter ending March, 
when the right hon. Member for New- 
castle was Chief Secretary, there were 
only 698 evictions of families, compris- 
ing 3,477 persons. In the quarter end- 
ing June, when the fate of the Home 
Rule Bill and the Land Bill was abso- 
lutely certain, the evictions mounted up 
to 1,309 families—as nearly as possible 
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which have eli since Jane 86, I fing 
there havé ‘been Cy fey evicted, 
or 5,311 “persons. ° ése figurés are 
very 4 : Lee They show’ that ‘land- 
lords have commenced to evict, and that 
probably 1,500 families have been 
evicted in the current quarter. If the 
rate of increase continue, the evictions 
will probably reach 2,000 in the next 
quarter. ‘That will be higher, I think, 
than in any quarter during the last 20 
years—higher than any quarter since 
1851. The highest average in 1884, 
which was the worst year since the 
passing of the Land Act, did not come 
up to the average which will be shown 
by the quarter ending the present year. 
These Eviction Returns are very instruc- 
tive reading. We have heard something 
of the relation between outrages and 
evictions. In Munster, in the quarter 
ending June last, there were 428 evic- 
tions, and of these 187, or nearly one- 
half, were in the county of Kerry. I 
ask whether these evictions do not par- 
tially explain the disturbed state to 
which that county has been reduced ? 
As compared with the whole Province of 
Munster the evictions in Kerry were 
more than one-half, as compared with 
Connaught they were nearly one-half, 
and they largely exceeded the whole 
number in Leinster. If the Government 
sent down a Land Commissioner to Kerry 
armed with the powers provided by this 
Bill, so that the tenants, upon payment 
of half the rent, would be secured from 
eviction, they would have done more far 
the peace of Kerry than all the General 
Bullers that could be sent down. Some 
attempt will be made to show that half 
the evicted tenants are, as a general 
rule, admitted as caretakers. Now, 
among all the Returns granted by Par- 
liament relating to Irish affairs we have 
never had a Return informing us what 
becomes of the caretakers. me hon. 
Gentlemen on the opposite side who de- 
sire to take a roseate view, say that they 
are almost universally readmitted as 
tenants. I have great reason to doubt 
the accuracy of that statement; but even 
if it is accurate, they are not admitted 
as tenants under the Act of 1881. They 
are admitted with the provisions in their 
favour in that Act broken, destroyed, 
and taken away. [‘‘No!”} Unless 
the tenant redeems within six months 


after his eviction he forfeits his rights 


{SePriinte 90,1986} 





\\(Hrelanty Ba, = “888 
‘and sinks to the sdatis of “a future tén- 
ant,” which only carries with it the: 
to’ sell his miserable holding if ‘he ‘can 
get a person to buy ‘it, so that only a 
small number of the evicted tenants find 
themselves with the rights which the 
Act of 1881 conferred upon them. But 
we have reason to believe that a lar; 
4 “ never readmitted as Bosc: . 
éy drift away by degrees. “Being ‘as 
caretakers fomived of the right of auiti- 
vating their holdings, they are compelled 
to resort to the towns, where they try 
to set up a little trade or small business, 
if they Fave means or skill, or they sink 
to the level of a day labourer. No- 
thing is more piteous than to trace the 
history of an evicted tenant. He sinks 
from a position of prosperity to the 
status of a caretaker. It he fails to 
redeem within the prescribed time he 
can only be admitted as ‘‘a future ten- 
ant,” and if not admitted by the grace 
of his landlord he must go, as I have 
said, to a neighbouring town, and be- 
come a small tradesman, and thus you 
see in the Irish towns a great many men 
who themselves as well as their fathers 
before them paid large rents broken 
down and destroyed owing to the re- 
fusal of the Legislature to provide for 
seasons of temporary but severe distress 
and pressure. I think I have gone in 
anticipation through the principal argu- 
ments which will be used against this 
measure. It is a measure essential in 
the present condition of the Irish ten- 
ants. It does not go as far as the 
Arrears Act of 1882, which compelled 
the tenant to pay only a third of the 
rent and arrears. It compels him to 
pay half the rent before he can have 
recourse to the relief provided by the 
Courts of Law. It compels him also to 
prove his incapacity to pay the balance 
of his rent in the same way as the ten- 
ant was compelled to do by the Arrears 
Act of 1882. In fact, it is an almost 
exact copy of that Act, and it is a mea- 
sure which I recommend, from my know- 
ledge of the'situation of Ireland, as one 
well calculated to pull matters smoothly 
through during the coming winter and 
during the interval which must ela 
before this House can turn its attention 
to the settlement of this great Irish 
Land Question. I have the utmost con- 
fidence, if Parliament adopts this mea- 
sure, that it will be richly rewarded by 
the result, and that it will be better for 


2K 2 [ First Night.) 





999 Tenants’ Relief 
the landlords themselves. I believe that 
a great many of them will give this re- 
duction ; but there will be a minority, 
whether large or small, as there always 
has been from one cause or another, 
disposed to exact the last shilling, the 
last pound of flesh. It is against this 
minority that Parliament will have to 
provide, as it had to do before in 1870 
and 1881. Not that the majority of 
Irish landlords are necessarily just, for 
the Act of 1881 showed that there were 
among them almost as few just men as 
there were in Sodom and Gomorrah, for 
in almost every case where the conditions 
of holdings were brought under the no- 
tice of the Land Commission a reduction 
was given. In almost every case, there- 
fore, where the proceedings of Irish 
landlords formed the subject of the deli- 
beration of the Land Courts these land- 
lords were deemed to have been exacting 
for many years unfair and even exorbi- 
tant rents. I think we have a right to 
say that the Irish tenants shall not be 
left defenceless and at the mercy of the 
landlords during the coming winter. 
The history of Irish landlords is a his- 
tory of which they cannot be proud. 
Had it not been for the conduct of this 
class in dealing with the Land Question, 
you possibly might have conciliated the 
Irish people to your rule. These men 
whom you have put in as stewards have 
been false to their trust, and have 
oppressed, ill-treated, and rack-rented 
their tenants. Theirs is not a histor 

where the question is to go by default 
in their favour. If it is to go by de- 
fault it ought to go against them. The 
House would do well—and I earnestly 
entreat the House—before leaving for 
its holidays to consider this question, 
and to see whether they cannot further 
this Bill as a stay upon the troublesome 
times which otherwise are sure to come 
in Ireland. I do not wish to enlarge 
upon that side of the question. It is an 
argument which in many respects is not 
a worthy one. I prefer to base my 
claim on the case I think I have made 
out—that there has been a large depre- 
ciation in the prices of agricultural pro- 
duce; that this depreciation has been so 
great that many tenants will be unable 
during the coming winter to pay their 
fall rents; that you have in Ireland a 
Land Commission well qualified to in- 
vestigate this question, which can adju- 
dicate upon each of these cases; at all 
Mr. Parnell 


{COMMONS} 








(Ireland) Bill, 1000 


évents, it can decide on them tem ily 
and for the next year, and during the 
time that must elapse before your Land 
Commission and Parliament can get to 
work. I have the utmost confidence 
that the justice of Parliament and of 
this country will not permit this Bill to 
be lost; but that this House will, as I 
now ask it to do, read this Bill a second 
time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —( Mr. Parneil.) 


Mr. PENROSE FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge), in rising to move, as an 
Amendment, that— 

“In the opinion of this House, it is inexpe- 
dient at the present time tc make any further 
alteration in the Irish Land Laws,” 
said, that the task which the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork (Mr. Parnell) had set him- 
self was not an easy one, and he felt he 
should find it very difficult to follow the 
hon. Member accurately through the 
figures he had given to the House. He 
had set himself to prove that the value 
of agricultural produce in Ireland had 
gone down so much since the Commis- 
sioners under the last Act settled the 
rents, that it was impossible for the 
Irish tenants to pay the judicial rents, 
reduced as they were at that time on an 
average of from 19 to 23 per cent. 
Secondly, the hon. Member felt it his 
duty to explain to the House that, at 
the present moment, there was no other 
legal means except the proposed Bill 
by which a tenant in Ireland could get 
any further reduction of his rent. He, 
however, did not think that had been 
proved. At present, if tenant and land- 
lord agreed, say, to 20 years’ purchase 
of a holding, it was perfectly competent 
for the tenant, on making that agree- 
ment with his landlord, to receive an 
immediate reduction of something like 
20 per cent on his judicial rent. ere- 
fore, there was now in existence means 
by which tenants could get an almost im- 
mediate reduction in their judicial rents. 
There was another point, the most im- 

rtant of all. Before being convinced 

y the argument of the hon. Member he 
would like to have it distinctly shown 
that there was any means which the hon. 
Member had discovered by which the 
Land Commissioners could. distinguish 
between those tenants who could not 
and those tenants who would not pay 
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their rents? That was the strongest 
and most important point that all land- 
lords had to deal with, and it was one 
that it would be impossible for the Com- 
missioners to decide justly. With re- 
gard to Clause 2 of the hon. Member’s 

ill, which dealt with leaseholders, it 
was necessary that it should be proved 
to the House that leaseholders were in 
such a position that there could be no 
postponing of the consideration of an 
alteration of the Bill of 1881. He did 
not think that they were in such a posi- 
tion. He might, perhaps, say that when 
the Royal Commission which was about 
to be appointed had made its examina- 
tion and had presented its Report, he 
certainly should not be prepared to pre- 
vent leaseholders being admitted to the 
Act if the Commission recommended 
their admission. Hon. Members oppo- 
site knew that all along he had felt very 
grave doubts whether it was at the 
present time, and after the Act of 1881 
had been passed, just to exclude lease- 
holders from that Act. By that Act, in 
his opinion, one injustice had been com- 
mitted, and now they were bound to 
commit a second in order to prevent a 
third. With regard to the 3rd clause of 
the hon. Member’s Bill, he must use the 
same sentence as he had used with re- 
spect to the first. How could the Com- 
missioners in Ireland find out, after what 
had happened in the last seven or eight 
years, the difference between inability 
to pay and the determination not to pay, 
because the latter had been ordered ? 
That was the one reason, and the 
strongest and the sufficient reason, for 
the House to reject the Bill. It was, he 
contended, absolutely impossible that 
any Commissioners could ascertain which 
were the tenants who could not pay and 
which were the tenants who would not 
pay. Then, again, he did not think 
that it had been proved to the satisfac- 
tion of the House that all landlords 
were about to evict suddenly, harshly, 
and unjustly. The difficulty which land- 
lords had experienced of getting new 
tenants for their land, and the difficulty 
of working their land themselves under 
existing circumstances, had been such 
that very few landlords, and certainly 
not those who came under the head of 
good landlords of the old class, would 
be at all inclined to evict during the 
coming winter if their tenants could 
make a return equivalent to something 
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like that which the hon. Member for 
Cork had proposed. As to the process 
by which the Commissioners had based 
their reduction of rents, and which the 
hon. Member for Cork asked the House 
to go into now, he might say that, in 
1885, both the yield and the price of 
agricultural goods in Ireland settled the 
rents which were paid. In the autumn 
of 1885 and in the spring of 1886 the 
rents were determined both by the yield 
and the price of agrieultural commo- 
dities in1885. Thecereals of 1886 were 
as yet in the field, and they did not 
exactly know what the yield was, nor 
could they exactly predict what the 
price would be. He would ask the 
House, therefore, whether it was suffi- 
ciently satisfied in this matter that the 
case was so dangerous a one or so urgent 
and pressing that there should be at once 
anticipatory legislation with regard to 
the yield and the price of the agri- 
cultural commodities of 1886 in the 
autumn? It was very much more diffi- 
cult to get at the price of cattle. He 
begged that hon. Members would not 
think that he denied that there had been 
a fall in the price of cattle. He was not 
such a fool as to deny that, because he 
knew very well that there had been a 
fall. But he maintained that cattle fat 
and fit for the butcher had not fallen 
in price, but had fetched a fair price. 
Stores had fallen to a certain extent, 
and indeed considerably during the last 
year ; but there was already a rise at the 
present moment. Half-starved stores 
had certainly fallen considerably, 
and had been almost unsaleable 
in 1885. But it thould be remem- 
bered that in 1885 there was a very 
trying and a very severe and hard 
winter in England, and when there were 
no roots, no turnips, and no hay, or 
very little, in England, the price of stocks 
of all sorts fell in Ireland rapidly. 
Therefore, in 1885, when there were no 
roots and no hay in England, they had 
a direct reason why stock fellin Ireland 
as it did fall. This year there were 
abundant crops of turnips and man- 
golds in England, and hay was cheap 
and plentiful. This was also the case 
in Ireland. It would be necessary, 
therefore, for those farmers in England 
who wanted to fill their yards with 
stock, to come to Ireland and buy two- 
year-olds and three-year-olds in the 
autumn. Hence he did not think that 
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in Ireland there would be anything like 
that pressure which the hon. Member 
for Cork looked forward to during the 
coming winter. He was very glad to 
hear what had been said about the re- 
ductions by landlords in England ; but 
he would point out that in England the 
lands which had suffered most were as a 
general rule the heavy clay wheat-grow- 
ing lands. The yield and the price of 
wheat from such lands had suffered 
most. There were 2,500,000 acres of 
land under wheat in England, and only 
70,000 statute acres under wheat in Ire- 
land, which showed that the great de- 
pression in this country had been pro- 
duced by wheat, which had compara- 
tively very little to do with the position 
of agriculture in Ireland. Barley had 
maintained during the past two years 
an average price. Oats also had re- 
mained very much the same during the 
last two or three years, and wool in 
Treland had decidedly gone up in value. 
‘As the hon. Member for Cork had used 
The Irish Farmers’ Gazette as a means of 

rsuading the House to pass his Bill, 

e would read to the House what the 
commissioner of that Gazette had stated 
with regard to the prospects of the — 
Of 59 reports on the wheat crops, he 
said that 37 were average, 16 were over 
average, and six under. Of 58 reports 
on the barley crop, 30 were given as 
average, 19 as over, and nine as under. 
With regard to oats, there were 92 re- 
ports, and 42 were average, 40 were 
over, and 10 under. Offlax there were 
28 reports, of which 12 were average, 
nine were over, and seven were under. 
Of 91 potato reports, 53 were average, 
84 were over, and four under. Of 92 
turnip reports, 34 were average, 40 were 
over, and 18 were under. Of 87 re- 
ports dealing with mangolds, 47 were 
average, 29 were over, and 11 under. 
Of meadow, that was, the hay crop, as 
regarded quantity, 27 reports were 
average, 61 over, and only three under. 
Grass and pasture land seemed equally 
plentiful, 53 reports being average, 52 
over, and fourunder. Zhe Lrish Farmers’ 
Gazette went on to say— 

** Cereals and roots are > tum average and 
hay and grass abundant. e potato disease 
is reported front various loéalities. Four and 
five years ago there; were large importations of 
champions and um benums, and nearly 
syervege in ireland hed » complete, change of 

ed. | The consequence was we had. scarcel 
afiy ‘disease inthe” country thé two 
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seasons. But we and others warned: farmers 
that these new varieties (for as regards general 
cultivation in this country even the champion 
was new) would not long remain impregnable 
to the attacks of the potato disease, but if 
grown year after year were sure to fall a prey 
to it. The turnip crop is good and keep of all 
kinds abundant, the one eral complaint 
being that it has been very difficult to save old 
meadow hay on account of the recent wet 
weather. Now, the wet weather did not begin 
till the middle of July; and putting aside 
corcas land, which is quite exceptional and, as 
far as we know, confined to one locality, that is 
surely late enough for the general run of 
meadows to be saved.” 


This was a report of the prospects of 
this autumn, drawn from the same 
source as the hon. Member for Cork had 
drawn some of his statements. Now, 
with regard to the prices in 1885—he 
had no authentic Return of the prices in 
the present year—he would compare 
them with the prices in Ireland in 1852, 
which was the year of Griffith’s valua- 
tion. In 1852 wheat per 112 lbs. was 
at 7s. 6d., and the average price in 1885 
was 8s. 5d. Oats in 1852 were 4s. 10d., 
and the average price in 1885 was 8s. 
Barley in 1852 was 5s. 6d., and ‘the 
average price in 1885 was 7s. 5d. Flax 
in 1852 was 49s., and the average price 
in 1885 was 55s. Butter in 1852 was 
65s. 4d., and the average in 1885 was 
95s. Beef in 1852 was 35s. 6d., and 
the average price in 1885 was 55s. 
Mutton in 1852 was 41s., and the 
average in 1885 was 56s. Pork in 1852 
was 32s., and in 1885 the average was 
46s. 6d. Milch cows in 1852 were from 
£8 to £14, and in 1885 from £11 to 
£20. Two-year-old cattle in 1852 were 
from £4 to £8 10s., and in 1885 from 
£7 to £13. One-year-old cattle in 1852 
were from £2 10s. to £5 10¢., and in 
1885 from £4 to £8 10s. Lambs in 
1852 were from 18s. to 26s., and in 1885 
from 18s. to 50s. He wished to point 
out the extraordinary and increasing 
divergence between the top and bottom 
figures; and ke submitted that the Re- 
turns showed that if good farming and 
strict attention to business paid well 
20 years ago, it paid nearly twice as 
well now. In every commodity it was 
the worst sorts that foreign competition 
told most heavily against; bat against 
any ‘competition our best produce, “he 
believed, could hold'its own. He would 
now consider the aspéct that was given’ 
tothe ease by the Returns of: the. a 
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very good year—the amount in the 
paviugs penke; which were used by the 
smaller tenants and the shopkeepers, was 
£3,100,000 ; in 1885 it was £4,200,000. 
Since 1881 the advance in the amount 
paid into these banks had been con- 
tinuous, although the population had 
been decreasing. The figures in the case 
of the joint-stock banks, which were used 
by the larger tenants and some of the 
landlords, had alsoshown acontinuousup- 
ward tendency, except in the years 1879 
and 1880, when then there was a de- 
cided check, owing, no doubt, to the 
difficulty of collecting any rent in those 
years. In 1840 the sum deposited in 
the joint-stock banks was £6,000,000 ; 
in 1849, £7,500,000; and in 1885, 
nearly £29,000,000. Now, it was, no 
doubt, impossible for poor tenants to 
pay two rents, The difficulty which 
faced them was that two bodies were 
endeavouriug to get rent from them— 
the landlords on the one side and the 
Land League on the other. Since the 
foundation of the League, in 1879, 
the -recei of £360,714 had been 
acknowledged in the public Press by 
the treasurer. He would not take any 
of the. romantic. sums which were said 
te go into the fortunate pockets of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite; but he was merely 
taking what was acknowledged by the 
treasurer during those years; and this 
showed that subscriptions were flowing 
into the eoffers of the League at the 
vate of £52,000 a-year. [Several Home 
Rule Mumspers: Does that come from 
Ireland ?} The House was once more 
asked to make it impossible for land- 
lords to eollect their rents; but no pro- 
posal was made to make it impossible 
for the Land League to collect theirs. 
They had often heard that to be skinned 
was nothing to eels when they were 
used to it; but he did not think that 
the wildest naturalist ever expected the 
eels themselves to aid the operation. 
He thought this double rent was one of 
the reasons which made it impossible 
for the tenants to meet their proper 
obligations. It was curious that the 
amount spent upon alcoholic liquors in 
Ireland, in 1885. exceeded the amount 
spent. in +1884, by, £341,000; and. that 
was about the sum by which the rents 
of the landlords were reduced through 
the operation of the Land Act... While 
hon.,, Members below the .Gangway 


opposite were. trying. to| persuade,| the 
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House that it was impossible for tenants 
to pay the judicial rents, many tenants 
were doing their best to show that this 
was not the case, because they were ready 
to pay very high sums for tenant right 
—in other words, they were ready to 
pay large sums as a preliminary to the 
payment of the very rents which were 
said to be toohigh. He saw in the Bill 
of the hon. Member for Cork the same 
dangers as were contained in the mea- 
sure of 1881. That Act allowed the 
tenant to sell a tenant right which he 
might not have bought, and tenants who 
had only acquired possession of their 
holdings a year before the Bill was 
passed, and who had paid nothing for 
tenant right, were treated with the same 
generosity as was extended to tenants 
who had been rooted to the soil for cen- 
turies. If the Bill before the House 
were passed it would be proved that 
there could be no hope of finality in 
legislation with reference to Irish land. 
He objected to the measure on that 
ground, and also because it would de- 
spoil a class of men from. whom the 
Judicial Commissioners had already 
taken half their imcomes. By the 
operation of this Bill it was hoped to 
take the remaining half from them. 
But the House could not keep on halving 
the ineomes of the landlords for ever. 
An end must come very soon if sueh 
measures as this were to be passed by the 
House of Commons. It was important 
to bear in mind that the class whom the 
Bill attacked was the class whom hon. 
Members opposite had persistently held 
up to obloquy in Ireland, and threat- 
ened with extermination, The House 
knew that the sentence of extermina- 
tion had been pronounced, and it 
was for Parliament to say whether 
it would assist or prevent its execu- 
tion. There was an easier and 
readier way to exterminate landlords 
than shooting them, which was a process 
not unattended with danger... They 
eould be ruined by Act of Parliament, 
If such legislation as was now proposed 
were favoured, in a very short time few 
landlords would be out of the work- 
house. The crime of the landlords in 
the eyes of hon. Gentlemen opposite— 
the crime for which they were to be 
punished with bankruptey—was a poli- 
tical crime ; it consisted in this, that 

did not agree with the forty of‘ the 
Irish Representatives as. to the..expe- 
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diency of the policy of separation from 
England. If he thought in his heart 
that it would be better for the happiness 
and prosperity and comfort of Ireland to 
be separated from England, he should 
sit upon the Bench opposite, and vote for 
such a policy. But he did not in his 
soul think that Ireland would be more 
happy, prosperous, or contented if sepa- 
rated from England, and he, therefore, 
refused to be coerced by any means 
which hon. Members opposite could de- 
vise into supporting proposals which 
must be injurious to the interests of 
that country. This Bill would prejudge 
the most important question that was to 
be left to the Royal Commission about 
to be appointed by the Government. In 
1885, before the very grave necessity 
which was now said to exist for the re- 
duction of rents arose, in numberless 
eases tenants, headed by the president 
and secretary of the Land League, went 
to the landlords and demanded a reduc- 
tion of from 20 to 30 percent. If this 
Bill were passed, there would be pre- 
sented to the tenants in Ireland one rea- 
son why they should pay more attention 
to violence and agitation than to good 
farming, thrift, and industry. God knew 
they had had enough of that sort of 
encouragement already, and he implored 
the House not again to tempt the tenants 
by showing them that they had more to 
gain by combined agitation and violence 
than by industry, honesty, and farmyard 
manure. Another reason for the rejec- 
tion of the Bill was that it proposed to 
benefit one class only ; but at the present 
time poverty rested on the shoulders of 
all classes in Ireland, and this Bill held 
out no hope to anybody but the tenant 
actually in possession of his farm. He 
would like to point out to the right hon. 
Gentleman who framed the last Land 
Act that he himself had said, after the 
Devon and Bessborough Commissions, 
that the landlords of Ireland had been 
tried and found not guilty, and, further, 
that they could not be called upon to 
make any further sacrifice. Two Com- 
missions, then, had sat—like Court Mar- 
tials—to consider the conduct of the land- 
lords, aud by both of them the land- 
lords had been acquitted. If this Bill 
were passed it would forth as the 





opinion of the House of Commons that 
the landlords of Ireland were not going 
to make any reductions in their rents in 
the present bad times. That he denied. 
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Numerous landlords had already made 
large reductions beyond the judicial 
rents, and he believed that many more 
would have been prepared to doso had 
it not been for this Bill. He could not 
look upon this Bill without suspicion 
considering the quarter from which it 
had come. The same hand that issued the 
‘* No-Rent” manifesto had drawn up this 
Bill. The ‘‘ No-Rent”’ manifesto urged 
the tenants to pay no rent at all, and he 
very much feared that this Bill would 
have the same meaning in Ireland. 
Everyon» knew of the pressure that had 
been brought to bear on the tenants to 
make them obey the laws of the Land 
League. He believed that every single 
outrage and murder that had taken place 
in Ireland had been the carrying out of 
a sentence. It was to be noticed that it 
was not so mnch the police or the Sheriffs 
or the landlords who had been murdered. 
but the tenants themselves ; and the rea- 
son for their murder had been disobe- 
dience to the laws laid down for their 
guidance by the Land League. Every 
additional murder and outrage that took 
place showed how difficult it was to tear 
the tenants of Ireland from their alle- 
giance to the laws of the Realm, and to 
enforce the laws of the League. The 
one test in Ireland by which they were 
able to find out the difference between 
the cants and the wonts was the test of 
the Sheriff and the writ. This Bill, he 
contended, if passed into law, would 
operate as a postponement of the one 
real and only solution of the Irish Land 
Question. Landlordism was dead. The 
last Land Act killed it. The fee simple 
had been taken from the landlords, but 
it had not been given to the tenants, and 
property in land was still divided. There 
was but one solution of the question. 
You could not cut the living child in two. 
The tiller of the soil must te the owner 
of the soil, and until a peasant proprie- 
tary was established in Ireland he saw 
no way out of the difficulty in Ireland. 
He did uot think he had anything more 
to say in regard to the Bill before the 
House; but if he were in Order in so 
doing he would like to make one remark 
with regard: to the Royal Commission 
the Government were about to appoint, 
and that was that he hoped ‘that that 
Commission would ‘have instructions: to 
inquire fully and thoroughly inte every- 

ing that could be brought before it as 
a grievance by Irishmen: «He: did. net 
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believe in the necessity for this Bill, and 
he asked the House to look upon it with 
grave suspicion, to view it as a postpone- 
ment of the final settlement of the Irish 
Land Question, and not to give it a 
second reading. He begged to move 
the Amendment of which he had given 
Notice. 

Mr. 0. LEWIS (Londonderry), in 
seconding the Amendment, said, that he 
thought it was not unfitting that a Mem- 
ber for an Ulster constituency should do 
so when it was considered that nearly 
one-half of the statutory rents settled in 
Ireland had been in respect of holdings 
in Ulster. Up to 1885 out of 172,000 
applications for judicial rents 82,000 
came from Ulster alone. In reality this 
relief would affect a very small propor- 
tion of the tenants of Ireland. There 
were 565,000 agricultural tenancies, and 
the number of statutory tenancies created 
up to the end of 1884 was 156,000, so 
that 8-liths of the agricultural tenants 
of Ireland were outside the operation of 
this Bill. That fact could only lead to 
a new grievance and agitation. But if 
this Bill was necessary for the protection 
of the impoverished statutory tenants 
who suffered under judicial rents, how 
was itthat the tenants not under judi- 
cial rents required no such protection ? 
The Bill actually started by making a 
gross and miserable inequality between 
the two classes of tenants in Ireland by 
leaving the bulk of them outside the 
Bill. Thenthere was an important con- 
sideration relating to the morality of the 
proposal contained in the Bill, Of the 
156,000 statutory tenancies, 79,000 were 
cases in which the rent had been 
judicially fixed by the Commissioners, 
while in the remaining 77,000 the rent 
fixed was mutually arranged between 
the landlord and tenant, and then rati- 
fied by the Land Commissioners. It 
thus appeared that in nearly half the 
eases to which this Bill would apply the 
landlord and tenant had eome together 
and amicably fixed the: rent. Was Par- 
liament to treat those agreements as if 
they were unilateral, binding the land- 
lord while they did not bind the tenant? 
The landlord and tenant agreed. as to the 
rent aftera full consideration of the prices 
and all the circumstances, and was the 
tenant to be allowed to eseape from this 
agreement, im .consideration for which 


the landlord had renounced certain rights 


which asiia landlord: he formerly, pos- | 
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sessed ? It would be utterly impossible 
to keep up a system of morality in com- 
mercial transactions if the tenants were 
to be allowed to break engagements thus 
solemnly entered into. But what. evi- 
dence had the hon. Member for Cork 
given of any necessity for this Bill? 
Not only had he not proved. any. case, 
but he had not attempted to prove any. 
Figures had been quoted as to the fail 
of prices; but he did not know whether 
the House noticed that one cereal—that 
of oats—which was really the most 
largely cultivated in Ireland had never 
been mentioned, though reference was 
made to the fall in the price of wheat. But 
while 68,000 acres were last year under 
wheat, there were 1,350,000 under oats, 
and in the price of oats there had been 
a decided rise. A great deal was said 
about the price of milch cows, and two- 
year-old stock, and one-year-old stock, 
and store stock ; but how did this affect 
the small tenants of three or four acres ? 
They had a patch of oats and of potatoes, 
a pig or two, and plenty of chickens, but 
no cattle, and this class of tenants, were 
quite unaffected by the fall in the prices 
of stock. He firmly. believed that the 
Commission which he was glad to find 
the Government intended to appoint 
would find that the alleged fall in prices 
was a bogus fall. Hon. Members would 
receive very valuable information as to 
the resources of the Irish tenants upon 
perusing the agricultual returns for this 
year. He would, with the permission of 
the House, compare the condition of 
things now with that of 1883, as in that 
year by far the largest proportion of the 
judicial rents were fixed. The statistics 
were very simple, but still very pregnant 
evidence against the hon. Member for 
Cork, The number of horses and mules 
in Ireland rose from 561,000 in 1883 to 
578,000, showing this year an increase of 
17,000. Asses—and a good many were 
found on the small farms—rose from 
189,000 im 1883 to 196,000 this year, an 
increase of 7,000. Cattle rose, from 
4,096,000 to. 4,184,000, an increase of 
90,000; sheep, from, 3,219,000 _ to 
3,367,000, an increase of 147,000. Pigs 
decreased from 1,340,000 to, 1,262,000. 
Goats rose from 2,063,000 ta 2,066,000; 
and .poultry increased from 13,362,000 
t0:13,910,000, or nearly 500,000 of an 
increase, If the Irish tenant had been 
in the, direst distress, what would one 
naturally expect? Why, that his pig 
[First Might.) 
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would go, and his cattle would go, and 
his goats and his sheep would 
Again, if the Irish tenant had of late 
years been going irretrievably to the bad, 
surely there would be less land in culti- 
vation. But what was the fact? In 
1883 there were 4,957,000 acres of land 
in cultivation, as against 5,033,848 in 
1886. The facts relating to the sale of 
tenent right were also very interesting. 
He had secured from land agents in the 
County Derry certain figures with regard 
to sales of tenant right actually effected 
during the last 12 months. The returns 
were at the service of any hon. Gentle- 
man. He found that in one case a farm 
of 43 acres, at a rent of £20 10s., 
was sold within the last three weeks 
for £420, or 21 years’ purchase. In 
another a farm of 69 acres, at a rent 
of £25 88., was sold for £385, or 15 
years’ purchase; a farm of 29 acres, 
rent £10, fetched £230, or 23 years’ 

urchase; a farm of 52 acres, rent £39, 

etched £530; a farm of 70 acres, rent 
£83, fetched £507, or six years’ pur- 
chase. He entreated the House to take 
notice of the next two cases, which were 
very remarkable and related to a class 
of farms quite unknown in this country 
namely, farms with a rent of from 
£3 to £5 a-year.' The first was a farm 
of 24 acres, with a rent of £2 18s. 9d., 
for the tenant right of which £100 had 
been paid; the next was a farm of 38 
acres, ata rent of £4 9s. 6d., and in that 
instance the tenant right fetched £164 ; 
in both of those cases the price given 
was equal to 3! years’ purchase. Fur- 
ther; a farm of four acres, rent £1 4s. 6d., 
fetched £20, or 16 years’ purchase ; a 
farm of 17 acres, rent £4, fetched £50, 
or 12} years’ purchase. He had taken 
the trouble to inquire whether the sug- 
gestion made in the debate on the reply 
to the Address from the Throne was 
correct, that the persons who purchased 
those tenant rights were what might be 
called American returned Irish idiots, 
who bought them merely for the sake of 
becoming the owners of a piece of their 
native soil, and threw their dollars on 
the auctioneer’s table as if they did not 
care what they paid. He'was in a posi- 
tion to state that the purchasers in the 
eases he had mentioned -were,' for the 
most part, neighbouring farmers, who 
had: long been farming in the county. 
of Derry, and were consequently tho- 
roughly acquainted with the: value,of 
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the property they were buying. It — 


go.| be said that he had given only a 


instances ; but they were all within the 
last 12 months, and were mostly within 
the present year, and were, many of 
them, in August last. These were mat- 
ters which were well known in Ulster. 
They had been repeated ad mauseum 
in the local Press. The real facts of 
the value of property in Ireland were 
kept back from the people of England ; 
but they were very much at variance 
with the state of affuirs which hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite alleged to exist in Ire- 
land. In the face of that conflict of 
testimony he thought the Government 
had taken the only course which, as a 
Government, and as business men, they 
could have taken, and had determined 
to test the statements on the spot and 
not allow the country and the House to 
be deceived, or allow contraets to be 
departed from which ought tobe 
honourably fulfilled. --He reminded the 
late Chief Secretary for Ireland of a 
ease to which he had called his atten- 
tion when the late Government were in 
Office. It was the case of a man on 
Lord Kingston’s estate, who had gone 
to the agent. to pay his rent; but when 
there, the local priest had addressed-the 
tenants, urging them not to pay their 
rents. The tenant, therefore, although 
he had brought his rent with him, in- 
stead of paying it, went off on a drunken 
orgie, and, having been arrested by the 
police, a bank deposit receipt for £200 
was foundin his pocket. These facts were 
contained in the answer given to him 
in that House last March, and hon. 
Members could see it recorded in Han- 
sard. He mentioned that case, because 
the Land League were’ telling: the ten- 
ants that they should all of them make 
an Offer of a certain percentage only of 
their rents to the landlords-—those who 
could pay and those who could not, 
without distinction—and. they’ were to 
be subjected to all sorts of disagreeable 
consequences if they dared te pay more 
even under process of law. Hin: Mem- 
bers must have been struck with :sur- 
prise at the number of testimonials that 
were being: oted) in Ireland at 
the preseat time, notwithstanding the 
inched condition of the poor: tenants: 
eed, what might ‘be called -a ‘testi- 
monial. fever had -broken out samong 
the-poor farmers of Ireland, : He! hail 
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Ireland, rena vo there accounts of the 
progress of testimonials to triots, 
which were being subscribed & those 
tenants who had been by stress of cir- 
cumstances rendered unable to pay their 
rents. There was the ‘Sexton Testi- 
monial Fund,’’ which appeared to have 
been handed about for signature at 
several National League meetings, 
with exhortations from the president 
that they were to be liberal with 
their subscriptions. Yet the House and 
the country were told that these poor 
tenants could not afford to pay £1 or 
£2 of their rents. Then there was the 
“ Lynden Testimonial.”” That gentleman 
was, he believed, a Provincial patriot, 
who was well known in the County 
Kerry. Then there was the “ Holden 
Testimonial.’’ Those were ‘‘dark horses,” 
in the sporting sense, because they were 
not told what those gentlemen had done. 
It was considered to be quite sufficient to 
be told by the president that they were 
worthy subjects for the patriotic contri- 
butions of poor tenants unable to pay 
their rents. Then there was the ‘ Wil- 
liam O’Brien Testimonial Fund,” and 
the ‘‘Thomastown Brass Band Fund,” 
Well, there was indeed a great deal of 
brass about those funds, and especially 
the promoters of them. Then, there 
was an attempt to get up a ‘Gibson 
House Fund,” which did not appear to 
be a success. There were other testi- 
monials to the living and memorials for 
the dead.” Then they went away from 
ambitious patriots and Provincial agi- 
tatorsto ‘‘ The Boyle Town Commissioners 
Election Petition Indemnity Fund.” 
Thus they went from “grave to gay,” 
from ‘lively to severe.” Altogether 
there were eight testimonials reported 
as going on in full progress among 
those miserable, poverty-stricken ten- 
ants in the month of June. Before 
sitting down he would say a word or 
two as to the fallacy of the parallel 
which the hon. Member for Cork: had 
endeavoured to draw between the 
Arrears Act of 1882 andthe Bill now 
before: the House. The two Bills were 
as different: as ‘light from: darkness. 
The basis of :the former; Act: was ‘the 
payment by the tenant of a’ whole year’s 
rent-+that the tenant was'to be, to some 
extent, sdlvent. ‘There was’ another very 
remarkable’ mistake which: the» hon 
Member for Cork! hadmadec: Hojsaid 
the Courts would ‘be able to settle the 
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whole of the cases to be brought before 
them in three months, as been 
done under the Arrears Act; but all 
that had been done under that Act was 
that the Government had to take care 
that they were not defrauded ; for theland- 
lord and tenant, in almost everyinstance, 
came before the Court with similar in- 
terests. It would take a very much longer 
time under the proposed Bill, because 
the Courts would have to decide between 
conflicting statements. He did not be- 
lieve that it could be seriously suggested 
that any number of Oommissioners 
could deal with 160,000 cases in three 
months. It would obviously be to the 
interest of the landlord to say that the 
tenant could pay, and to that of the 
tenant, even if he had the rent in his 
pocket, to prove that he was unable to 
do so. The present Bill was illusory 
both to the Irish people and to the Eng- 
lish people. It was never intended to 
pass, but, like the famous green spec- 
tacles, only intended to sell. It would 
be impossible for the Bill, if it were 
passed in a month’s time, to come into 
operation to any appreciable extent this 
year. He ventured to think that not 
10,000, no, not 5,000, cases of distressed 
tenants could be dealt with by the Land 
Courts before Christmas, and therefore 
it was impossible to believe that the 
Bill was seriously introduced. It was 
merely an excuse to enable the hon. 
Member for Cork and his Friends to go 
to the people of Ireland and say that 
Parliament had refused them something. 
He pointed out also that the Ist clause 
of the Bill contained an extraordinary 
proposition. It had no regard to the 
actual value of a man’s property, to the 
yield or nature of the crops, to the cost 
of production, or to the extent of relief 
a tenant might enjoy in the general de- 
pression of prices enabling him to buy 
articles at a less price than prevailed 
two or three years ago. No such test 
as this was provided. One of the con- 
ditions which the Court had to consider 
was that where the tenant was 

* Unable to discharge the remainder of such 
rent or arrears without loss of his holding or 
deprivation of the; means necessary for the 
cultivation and stocking thereof.”’ 
But the tenant might have lent all his 
money the day before to.a relative. He 
might have spent all his moneyin drink 
for the! purpose:of a carousein — 
bouringy town, or he might have: 
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pleted his estate in any of the various 
ways which improvident men adopt when 
the money of other persons is concerned. 
Yet, provided he possessed the qualifi- 
cation of poverty, no matter whether 
brought about by wilful proceedings or 
wasteful conduct, the law was to step in 
to save him from the consequences of 
his improvidence. The conduct of the 
hon. Member for Cork and his Friends 
reminded him of what Bacon said of the 
generosity of some men in leaving large 
legacies to charity when they died. If 
this Bill passed hon. Members opposite 
would go to the people of Ireland and 
say—‘‘See what a generous Bill we 
have passed for the benefit of Irish 
tenants.” Yes; but they never put 
their hands into their own pockets. All 
they did was to pick the pocket of the 
Trish landlord. Parliament had already 
adopted a generous measure of relief to 
Irish tenants at the expense of the un- 
fortunate Irish iandlords; and the pre- 
sent Bill was another generous measure 
of relief for the pu of sustaining in 
poverty a number of persons—if the case 
was a true one—who ought, for the sake 
of their families, to try and better their 
position by removing elsewhere. It 
was apparently a matter of no import- 
ance nowadays what had been said by 
statesmen in former days in reference 
to matters of this kind. But he was 
really astounded when he looked back 
on the speeches of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mid Lothian 
delivered in 1870 with reference to the 
Law of Contract, and the contempt and 
derision which he heaped on the idea 
of rents being treated in this manner. 
It surprised him also to see how easy 
some right hon. Gentlemen bore the 
yoke which they had put on themselves. 
He was inclined to think that all our 
difficulties in Ireland in reference to the 
Land Question had arisen from doing 
what the right hon. Gentleman ex- 
ag his pride in proclaiming that he 
ad done—namely, in banishing poli- 
tical economy to the planets of Jupiter 
and Saturn. They could not defy the 
laws of supply and demand ; they could 
not defy the laws of political economy. 
These laws obtruded themselves on our 
notice at every turn in dealing with a 
question like this, and it was in the 
rg of no statesman to destroy them. 
he were asked to suggest what proper 
expedient should be adopted to bring 
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back the Land Laws of Ireland to a 
proper position, he would have no hesi- 
tation in declaring that we should call 
back the laws of political economy from 
Jupiter and Saturn for a short time. It 
would be interesting to see what effect 
the operation of the laws of supply and 
demand would have on the solution of 
this question. The House ought not to 
suppose that a factitious way of dealing 
with a great and perilous question like 
this could be resorted to, and as was 
suggested by the adoption of this Bill. 
If this Bill were passed into law every 
tenant in Ireland would immediately 
conclude that the rent having been once 
reduced it would always remain reduced. 
The House was familiar with the powers 
of agitation possessed by hon. Members 
opposite. If it were found desirable or 
expedient to renew the Bill at any time, 
an agitation to this end would imme- 
diately be forthcoming, enforced in all 
the various ways in which the present 
measure had been launched before the 
public. The Nationalist Press had said 
that it was to be war to the knife if the 
House did not pass this Bill. They were 
so much accustomed to this kind of lan- 
guage in the past as not to feel any 
great surprise at it now ; but he hoped, 
at all events, that the House was equal 
to the performance of its duty. The 
landownersof Ireland had suffered much, 
and probably would have to suffer more 
than they had hitherto done; but that 
was no reason why they should be de- 
serted. He could not refrain from asking 
the House, when it was called upon to 
pass a measure like this, where was its 
sympathy for the tenant farmer of Eng- 
land or for the suffering shopkeeper in 
London? He believed that the produc- 
tion of this measure was simply part of 
a system by which an attempt was being 
made to terrorize Parliament into grant- 
ing legislation which they were justified 
in resisting to the uttermost. He called 
upon the House to notice the cireum- 
stance that the hon. Member for Cork 
had not attempted to producethe smallest 
amount of proof in favour of the Pre- 
awble of the Bill. The hon. Member 
had maundered over the depreciation of 
prices in many articles which did not in 
the least affect the ability of the vast 
majority of small tenants in Ireland to 
pay their rents. As to leaseholders, he 
remarked that there was no reason why, 
if Parliament dealt with judicial rents in 
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the way the lessors should 
be asked to surrender their leases, and 
come within the operation of judicial 
rents. As matters were sought to be 
arranged the landlord would no longer 

ossess the poem of the judicial rent; 
fe would practically place himself on an 
inclined plane, at the bottom of which 
would be found ‘‘ No rent.” It was, he 
thought, really time that the Legislature 
found out some way of thoroughly grap- 
pling with the evil, and the sooner it 
devised a way of saying to hon. Mem- 
bers from Ireland, ‘‘ Thus far we have 
gone, but no farther,”’ the sooner would 
pens and prosperity be restored in Ire- 
land. 


Amendment proposed, 


To leave out from the word “ That ”’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
“in the opinion of this House, it is inexpedient 
at the present time to make any further altera- 
tion in the Irish Land Laws,”—(Mr. Penrose 
Fitzgerald, ) 

—instead thereof. 


Question prepared ‘* That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. LAWRENCE GANE (Leeds, E.) 
said, that he claimed the indulgence 
which he knew the House always ex- 
tended to a new and untried Member, 
especially when representing, as he did, 
a large working-class constituency, 
where great interest was felt not only 
in the Irish Question generally, but 
in the Bill before the House. The 
Bill commended itself to him as likely 
in a great measure to remove the bitter 
feeling now existing between Ireland 
and England, and to solve the pro- 
blem which now presented itself before 
Parliament for solution. Hitherto, hon. 
Members on the Conservative side of 
the House had spoken in a spirit which 
almost put them out of court in tendering 
advice on thequestion. The hon. Member 
for Cambridge (Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald) 
locked at the measure avowedly with 
suspicion because of the quarter whence 
it came; but that was an attitude and 
condition of mind which really dis- 
qualified a man from forming a valu- 
able opinion on any great question like 
this, which appealed to the sense of 
justice of both sides of the House. The 
question was not ‘‘ Whence comes the 
Bill; whose brain devised it; what 
firigers held the pen that drew it?” 
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but ‘1s the Bill founded on statesman- 
ship, on justice, on wise policy?” If it 
be, surely it mattered not from what 
quarter of the House it came, the House 
would judge it on its merits. If every 
line was to be looked upon with suspicion 
because the Bill came from the hon. 
Member for Cork (Mr. Parnell), it was 
impossible for the measure to be esti- 
mated rightly. Dangers were always 
discernible to the minds of the panic- 
striken; and he therefore submitted 
that the moment a man looked on a 
measure like this and decided that be- 
cause it had come from a given quarter 
it must be regarded with dread and 
suspicion, from that moment he dis- 
qualified himself to estimate the Bill 
aright or to offer really trustworthy 
counsel to the House with regard to it. 
From beginning to end they had had 
from the Conservative Benches the most 
piteous appeals on behalf of the land- 
lord class. The question had not been 
whether there was really a case for the 
measure, whether famine was likely to 
occur, and whether there would probably 
be numerous evictions in Ireland during 
the winter. Those matters had been 
rudely thrust aside, and the principal 
ground on which the House had been 
appealed to to reject the Bill was that it 
would affect injuriously that admirable, 
that meritorious class of men, the land- 
lords. From beginning to end it had been 
a mere question of rent, rent, rent. But 
those who had drawn up the Bill had in- 
serted certain essential conditions, and 
unless those conditions were fulfilled the 
measure would have no operation what- 
ever. The conditions were certainly not 
lacking in stringency ; and unless a clear 
case were shown before the Court, no 
relief whatever could be rendered. That 
being so, surely no very great harm 
could be done. No relief was to be ea 
haphazard. There was, admitted y a 
great financial problem to be solved. 
On every hand it was confessed that 
unless something was done during the 
coming winter there would be almost 
numberless evictions in Ireland. These 
evictions would cause not merely wide- 
spread distress, but bitter and harsh and 
lasting class feeling, which Conservative 
Members seemed to desire to put an end 
to.. Well, it was a very easy thing for 
those who opposed the Bill to show that 
it was not needed, if such were really 
the case. Had prices fallen, or had 
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of fact which eould be easily ascer- 
tained. If they ‘had ‘not, then the pro- 
posal of the hon. Member for Cork fell 
to the ground. In his hearing to-night 
only one article had been named as 
not having fallen in value; and if that 
were so, and if landlords on every hand 
were reducing, or stating that they were 
willing to reduce, their rents, surely they 
were themselves proving that there was 
some case for the House to consider. 
The landlord which had been sketched 
to the House by hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site was a being of perfection—wise, 
kind, generous, and yet so ill-used! 
One would think that the landlords of 
Ireland had been men living from hand 
to mouth, men almost despoiling them- 
selves of the comforts, if not the neces- 
saries, of life; men whom legislation 
had affected most harshly year after 
year. But he submitted that there was 
something more important by far than 
even landlords’ wrongs. They were 
asked—‘‘ What would be said in Regent 
Street supposing tradesmen there found 
themselves in difficulties?” He thought, 
at all events, the House knew very well 
what would not be found. They would 
not find these tradesmen turned out 
into the street with their wives and 
families. The House were asked to deal 
with an avowedly exceptional state of 
things. In days gone by, again and 
again, the House, by legislation, had 
recognized that it must Geal with the 
Irish Question according to the facts 
which presented themselves for consi- 
deration at the time. As to political 
economy, why, man was not made for 
it. On the contrary, political economy 
was made for man. The question was 
were there men and women and chil- 
dren who would starve by thousands 
on all sides in Ireland unless this 
measure were adopted? Regent Street 
might be dealt with when its condi- 
tion approached that of the Irish agri- 
cultural districts. Surely no one could 
charge the poor peasantry of Ireland 
with lack of industry and thrift. We 
were told again and again how they 
exercised thrift at home, how they saved 
in America for the needs of their rela- 
tives, and how they eked out their miser- 
able earnings with the result of the har- 
vesting in England. It was then said 
that their savings were spent lavishly in 
purchasing their holdings. But, if this 
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Again and again they saw—as they had 
sein 16 to-night—property regarded as 
more sacred than human life and human 
weal, and he maintained that if politi- 
cal economy demanded that, then the 
sooner such political economy were, as 
it had been said, relegated to Jupiter or 
Saturn the better. There was surely 
something more than rent to be con- 
sidered. He appealed to the House to 
consider fairly, altogether irrespective 
of the consideration of whence the Bill 
came, whether or not there had been 
this alleged fall in prices, and whether 
or not there was this allegedgprobability 
of evictions. If that were proven, surely 
this measure was not so very dangerous. 
It would not remit the rent. It only 
prevented, in certain special circum- 
stances, the rent from being distrained 
for in a harsh and cruel way. It left 
the matter for settlement by a duly 
constituted Court. Ifthe view of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were correct, and 
the Bill were as harmful as they en- 
deavoured to make out, why were not 
those hon. Members prepared with some 
counter proposal? Surely something 
must be done during a long and trying 
winter; and yet, if the Bill were not 
passed, nothing would be done except 
in so far as the individual landlord might 
himself give relief. But Parliament 
had to do with the landlords who would 
not give relief to the tenants voluntarily. 
The law was not made for the righteous, 
but for the ungodly; and the object in 
the proposed legislation was to bring 
pressure to bear upon the landlord who 
ought to act in a certain way, but would 
not do so. Was it any answer to say 
that there was an abundance of money in 
the hands of some tenants? But it 
did not follow that because this was 
the case that there were ample means in 
the pockets of all the Irish peasantry. 
There was nothing to show that there 
were not thousands of these poor people 
who had a hard battle to keep the wolf 
from the door every day. If during the 
coming winter in many districts of Ire- 
land there were this cruel and bitter 
distress, which had been foretold, and 
the House rejected the only measure 
which at present attempted to deal with 
the trouble—if, then, evictions became 
as frequent as they had been in the past, 
what guarantee had the House that 
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? And ties were, there would 
something far worse than material 


be som to deal with. The spirit of Ire- | 


land would be still further, embittered 
towards us. The le of that country 
were at present looking to this House 
hopefully, and he asked hon. Members 
to approach the question apart from 
considerations of the quarter from which 
this Bill emanated, and to look at the 
matter fairly and kindly, believing that 
those who advocated it were as honest 
as those who heid different views. Their 
arguments might be fallacious; then let 
their fallacy be shown; but let no 
Bill of this kind be met with the in- 
sinuation that it was going to be used 
for dishonest purposes. As to the ruin 
and desolation which the Bill would 
bring in its train, he thought some of 
the panic-stricken cries they had heard 
to-night from the opposite side of the 
House were almost amusing. He sub- 
mitted that the Bill, so dreaded by hon. 
Members opposite, was an honest, a 
healing, a a kindly measure. Though 
it was small, and its provisions only tem- 
porary, yet its results might be incalcu- 
lable, and a new herald of better and 
brighter days for Ireland. 

Mrz, BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said, 
it might be taken for granted that the 
views and the interests of hon. Members 
on the Government side of the House were 
quite as wide and keen on this Irish Ques- 
tion as those of hon. Members who sat 
below the Gangway opposite. An idea 
seemed to prevail in some quarters that 
only one section of the House took any 
interest in the welfare and prosperity of 
Ireland; but such an idea was by no 
means correct. The great question was, 
would this Bill promote the welfare and 
prosperity of Ireland? It provided for 
three things; but its chief clause was 
that which provided that tenants who 
professed that they could not pay their 
rent, and who proved their inability 
under certain conditions, should be al- 
lowed to pay half their rent for the cur- 
rent year, and that all evictions, as far 
as such tenants were concerned, should 
be stayed. In order to justify this most 
revolutionary measure, the Preamble 
stated that there had been great depre- 
ciation in the value of agricultural pro- 
duce since the greater number of the 
judicial rents were fixed. All must 
agree, however, that the hon. Member 
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for Cork, in his somewhat: laboured .ad- 
| dress, id no justify. apy ran et tery 
B (Up, nor, in, oer ‘way attempt to 

pore, the. Preamble of his Bill.’ The 
on. Member for Cambridge, on the 
other hand, had adduced statistics and 
evidence to show that, although a certain 
number of articles of agricultural pro- 
duce had decreased in value, still it was 
not proved that there had been a great 
general depreciation during the last 
three or four years; and, indeed, every- 
thing tended to show that, although 
there might have been some deprecia- 
tion up to last year, things were im- 
proving at the present time. They must 
remember that when the rents were 
fixed under the Land Act, they were 
fixed for 15 years, and it was incon- 
ceivable to suppose that in fixing the 
judicial rent the possibility of fluctua- 
tions in the price of produce was not 
taken into account. They had a right to 
consider what would be the effect of this 
measure on the tenants. There were 
three classes of tenants in Ireland who 
would be influenced by the Bill. First 
of all there were those who could pay 
their rents, but who would be intimi- 
dated and prevented from doing so by the 
action of the National League. Surely 
to relieve these of half their rent would 
be a most immoral and wrong state 
of affairs. Although the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork stated it was his intention 
that only those who were so poor that 
they could not pay should be included, 
he did not think it required much ar- 
gument to prove that if this Bill be- 
came law practically every tenant in 
Ireland would take advantage of it. It 
would not be fair to the landlord that 
such an opportunity should be given, 
and it pak only give rise to fresh agi- 
tation. Then there was a second class 
of tenants—namely, those who could 
pay their rent if they made an effort, 
but whom it would be very difficult in- 
deed to induce to do so. No doubt, the 
greater number of the tenants in Ireland 
were somewhat pinched in circumstances, 
and this class would be encouraged in 
every possible way to take advantage of 
the provisions of this measure. He 
asked if the Legislature ought to give 
them such encouragement? By so doing 
they would strike at the root of every 
kind of industry, and reduce Ireland to 
a state of chaos. If it were justifiable 
for the Legislature to reduce the lia- 
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bilities of :tenants in’ to. their | 
rents, why should not their liabilities be 
similarly reduced in regard to the debts 
they owed to tradesmen? Indeed, it 
seemed to him that the landlords had a 
ater claim to consideration by that 
ouse than the tradesmen, inasmuch as 

a landlord was obliged to give credit for 
his rent, whereas. a tradesman need not 
do so unless he pleased, There wasa third 
class of tenants whom this Bill was sup- 
posed especially to refer to — namely, 
those poor, wretched, miserable tenants 
who could not possibly pay their rents. 
Of course, every Member of that House 
sympathized with such tenants, and 
would do their utmost to improve their 
condition. But he asked whether the 
Bill would do any particle of good to 
such tenants? He did not think it 
would. He considered that emigration 
and migration would do more for that 
elass than any such Bill as this. Mr. 
Tuke, in his pam hlet on the Potato 
Question, mentioned a place where there 
were 110 houses, the rents of which 
ranged from 30s. to 5s. There were 
only three tenants who paid over £2, 
and the average rent paid by the tenants 
was 6d. a-week. This Bill would reduce 
it to 3d. Would such a measure place 
these tenants in a position of prosperity 
and yee td owever much rents 
might be reduced, the misery of the 
poorer class of tenants in Ireland would 
not be allievated. This Bill, instead of 
benefiting, would only prolong the misery 
of the poorer tenants, for it was un- 
reasonable to suppose that those who 
could not now pay 6d. a-week rent would 
~be able to thrive if their rent were re- 
duced to 3d. The effect which the mere 
introduction of this Bill into the House 
would have would be to still further 
stereotype the chronic misery which ex- 
isted in Ireland; to retard the real and 
only lasting means by which Ireland 
might be made prosperous; to keep 
open the sore of discontent, and to retard 
the beneficial operation of the purchasing 
powers of Lord Ashbourne’s Act. More- 
over, the Bill would tend to increase the 
value of tenant right in Ireland, the ex- 
cessive growth in the value of which 
was one of the great evils of the Land 
Act of 1881. But the introduction of 
the Bill would greatly benefit the Na- 
tional League. It would tend to im- 
press the tenants generally with the 





power of the League, and it would en- 
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courage the tenants of small, miserable. 


holdings to hope that, if they only. 
trusted the National League, they would, 
one day or other, be able to live on their, 


holdings. This was a futile hope, and 
without a complete change in the small 
holdings, it was impossible for the small 
tenants to live. Another effect of the 
Bill would be to encourage and promote 
the Irish - American Question in the 
House. Everyone who had the welfare 
of Ireland at heart should resist this 
measure. The hon. Member for Cork 
might say that while we reeognize the 
misery of Ireland we do not attempt any 
remedy for it. That was not the case, for 
he believed that the Government were 
determined to do everything in their 
power to stop it. But the number of 
evictions had been greatly exaggerated. 
They only amounted in six months to 
860 in 500,000 tenants, or about 1} per 
1,000. Moreover, the number of evic- 
tions was enormously increased by the 
action of the National League, and 
without their action evictions would be 
comparatively few. In the case of those 
tenants who could not keep themselves 
on their present holdings, the only plan 
was to remove them and give their 
places to others. He believed that the 
Government was on the right tack in 
improving the agricultural position of 
Ireland, If Her Majesty’s Government 
were not in earnest in this matter, they 
would have to reckon, not only with 
hon. Members opposite below the Gang- 
way, but with their own supporters, for 
this Parliament was determined, if it 
could, to solve the great Irish Question. 
But he believed Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were in earnest in seeking the 
true remedy for the chronic misery in 
Ireland. Ireland did not want heroic 
remedies ; it had had too many of them. 
Five years of real statesmanship, with- 
out heroics, would do a great deal to put 
Ireland in a different position. He be- 
lieved that Her Majesty’s Government 
was now on the right tack, and that the 
anxiety of hon. Members opposite was 
caused by their fear that the measures 
which the Government might take would 
put an end to the Irish grievance. He 
hoped that the Royal Commission would 
recommend that steps should be taken 
for the encouragement of Irish industries, 
and to improve the condition of cattle 
farming, horse breeding, fish curing, 
and deep sea fisheries. An improve- 
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ment was also in the manu- 
faeture of butter, which’ at present was 
so badly made, Then migration and 
emigration were points deserving of the 
greatest attention. It was impossible 
for people to make a living in miserably 
overcrowded districts like parts of Con- 
nemara. It was net. conceivable that 
any Actiof Parliament would ever make 
the tenants of the bog lands in many 
parts of Ireland happy or contented ; 
and, above all, nothing that that House 
could do would ever enable a man to live 
upon the proceeds of a small strip of 
such land. The want of capital was a 
great source of the agricultural difficulty 
in Ireland. They had ‘seen the bene- 
ficial effects of the introduction of £5,000 
for potato seed, and how it had multi- 
plied a hundredfold. If fresh capital 
could be introduced into the farming 
industry of the country agricultural dis- 
tress would be alleviated, and we should 
get rid of the National League. [ Jronical 
cheers and laughter from the Home Rule 
Members.| If only they could do away 
with the spirit whieh that ironical cheer 
indicated they would free the country 
from the great obstacle which at present 
existed to the introduction of capital. 
That cheer also clearly showed that the 
object and meaning of this measure was 
not the improvement of Irish agricul- 
ture, but the maintenance of what he 
believed to be that baneful institution, 
the National League. The measures 
which had been indicated by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government, on the other hand, 
would tend to restore peace and tran- 
quillity to the country; and, therefore, 
they had been received with derision by 
hon. Members opposite. He believed 
that agitation lived and grew upon Irish 
misery and poverty, while that very 
misery and poverty tended to foster 
agitation. It was because they believed 
that the measure of the hon. Member 
for Oork would increase agitation and 
intensify the misery and poverty of the 
Irish agricultural tenants that those 
who sat on the Ministerial side of the 
House opposed it, and trusted that it 
would be rejected by the House of 
Commons. 

Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): Sir, it 
has been asserted, again and again, 
that this demand upon the part of the 
holders of judicial leases is a most un- 
just and unreasonable demand. I am 
quite prepared to admit that, to those 
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who have only taken a superficial view 


of the question, there seems to be ‘an 
amount of truth in this assertion. If 
rents had been fixed so as not to trench 
upon the tenants’ improvements; if due 
consideration had been given to the 
downward tendency of price; if a fair 
average had been struck, then I say 
this demand for a revision ‘would never 
have been brought forward, and would 
never have received a moment’s serious 
consideration from any side of the 
House. But when we consider that 
those rents were fixed upon the high 
level of the most prosperous years ; that 
they were fixed by Commissioners who 
practically ignored the vast interest the 
tenants had, by their industry, created 
in the soil; that those Commissioners 
took, as their standard of value, a valua- 
tion that included the building, fences, 
drains, and reclamation, put upon the 
land by the unaided efforts of the 
tenants; I say, when we consider that 
those rents, in the present agricultural 
depression, confiscate the property of 
the tenants, the demand for a revision 
is both just and reasonable. With your 
permission, Sir, I shall say a few words 
with regard to the valuation of Sir 
Richard Griffith, which was the stand- 
ard of measuring values with the Com- 
missioners. The instructions issued by 
Sir Richard Griffith to his assistants 
laid down fair and just lines to proceed 
upon, which, if honestly carried out, 
would have reduced the sum total of the 
valuation to a very considerable extent ; 
but, in nine cases of ten, those deputy 
valuators took the rent rolls of the dif- 
ferent estates as their guides, and I could 
prove, in hundreds of cases, never set 
foot upon the farms they pretended to 
value. It amounted simply to this— 
that it was the landlords and agents of 
Ireland: who made the valuation, and 
not Sir Richard Griffith. I am stating 
what I know to be true. In my own 
immediate neighbourhood half-a-mile of 
the eountry round was valued from the 
top of a hill; and, contenting himself 
with this bird’s-eye inspection, the 
valuator departed, with the happy eon- 
sciousness that he had done his duty. 
The tenants in some cases objected to 
this expeditious method of valuation, 
and appealed. The next valuator who 
was sent visited the land in question, 
and he expressed his regret that he 
could not set aside the decision of his 
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the would lower the valuation wnough 

to cover:eost of appeal. At the time ef 
that valuation wheat was the le crop 
in. England; and English valuators, 


ignoring the instructions of theirchief— | 


that thin cold claysoils producing aquatic 
plants were to be classed low in the scale 
of value—regarded all the stiff clay land 
as splendid wheat soil, and put on ‘a cor- 
responding valuation. When we also con- 
sider that the greater part of the country 
at that time had been lately drained,the re- 
sult was, as anyone conversant with agri- 
cultural matters knows, that new drains, 
which are all acting well, have the effect 
of materially improving the appearance 
of the soil. The country, under these 
circumstances, presented a very favour- 
able appearance; and lands, dear at 
10s. per acre, were, by these experts, 
valued at 30s. In the 10 years preceding 
the passing of the Aet of 1881 an opinion 
gained currency among landlords that 
25 per cent added to Griffith’s valuation 
represented the fair letting value of the 
land; and those landlords and agents 
who were astute enough to see the cloud 
of depression looming in the distance 
made every effort to induce their tenants 
to take leases upon these terms. The 
tenants whose spirit had been crushed 
by periodical increases, like drowning 
men, grasped at this straw of protection ; 
and we can realize the position those 
men now occupy, when it has been found 
necessary, in many cases lately in the 
Land Oourt, to reduce rents 25 per 
cent below that valuation. Let it be 
distinctly understood I am speaking for 
that portion of Ireland with which I am 
thoroughly acquainted—namely, Antrim 
and Derry; and in those counties 
I hold that the occupiers of lands, 
which were highly cultivated—as the 
greater portion was at the time of that 
valuation—have been plundered since 
by excessive rents fixed by a valuation 
based upon their own improvements. In 
the first place, the ordinary leaseholder, 
who has got no reduction, has a double 
claim upon the Government for redress ; 
in the second place, judicial leaseholders, 
whose rents were fixed by a false stand- 
ard of value, have a right to the con- 
sideration of their claims for a further 
reduction. I hold that the initial blunder 
of the Act of 1881 was the exclusion of 
the leaseholders ; by so doing, you were 
placing a penalty upon the most in- 
Mr. Pinkerton 
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dustrious ‘and eaterprizing of the Irish 
tenants, The improvident farmer, who 
held from year to year, had a blessed 
immunity from inereases ; but: the im- 
proving: tenant, who! had: good» farm 

ildings, fields well fenced, drained, 
and. cultivated, saw: with consternation 
the result of years of toil confiscated: by 
the stroke of the pen ef an: incompetent 
valuator. It has ‘been said the: Land 
Act dealt hardly with good landlords 
That is true; but it treated improving 
tenants with severity; it treated with 
double injustice the leaseholders whom 
it excluded ; and it did not give sufficient 
consideration ‘(inthe case of those ad- 
mitted) to what was the result of the 
tenant’s efforts, and what was due to 
the natural fertility of the soil. I 
strongly o d the revision of judicial 
rents upon the present Land Court 
methods. I do so still. I do not be- 
lieve: in a perpetual wrangle between 
landlord and tenant in the Law Courts, 
which gives the oyster to the lawyer, 
and leaves the shell to the contending 
parties. But the proposal of the hon. 
Member for Cork (Mr. Parnell) obviates 
this difficulty. The necessary expendi- 
ture upon the partof judicial leaseholders 
has been already gone through; their 
lands have been surveyed; their claims 
for improvements have been scheduled ; 
and the value of the land can be fixed 
for short periods by a scale of average 
prices. This will entail no extra expendi- 
ture, cause no ill-feeling ; if prices fall, 
rent must be lowered in the same pro- 
portion ; if prices rise, the landlords are 
entitled to an increase. But I am 
still strongly of belief that attempts to 
settle the rent question are only tempo- 
rary expedients, and that, sooner or later, 
an end must be put to dual ownership 
in land. Another argument put forward 
by the landlord Press is, that prices were 
as low at the time of Griffith’s valuation 
as they are at present. What does that 
prove? Why, the cost of production 
has more than doubled since then. Farm 
servants are paid exactly double what 
they were receiving 30 and 40 years ago. 
The high price of tenant right is also 
quoted against the claim for reduction of 
rent. What are the facts with regard 
to that? The week before last, in my 
own immediate neighbourhood, upon the 
estate of Lord Robert Montegu, a highly 
cultivated farm was sold at seven years’ 
purchase for the goodwill. Now, it is 
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admitted by everyone who understands 
the Frish: Question, | thaty: in the 


vast majority of cases, the tenanut’s in- 
terest iin the soil isequal to the land- 
lord’s.. Is am: afraid, however; in this 
case, the landlord would not be willing 
to sell his interest in this farm for seven 
years’ purchase. This farm, 10 years 
ago, would have sold for more than twice 
as mueh: Now, what right, in a partner- 
ship of this kind, has: all the deprecia- 
tion in ‘value to fall upon the tenant, 
and what claim can the landlord put 
fairly forward to escape scot free ? I hold 
a letter in my hand from an extensive 
auctioneer in the North of Ireland. He 
says, with regard to the sale of tenant- 
right, none but choice farms can be sold; 
a dead lock exists in the sale of middling 
lots; that over a large portion of land 
it is doubtful whether the tenant’s in- 
terest is worth one year’s purchase. It 
is the worst season in the land sales since 
he commenced the business in 1865; so 
bad, in fact, that farmers, who are 
anxious to retire from farming, prefer 
to hold on, rather than sacrifice their 
tenant-right interest. It isclaimed that 
evictions are few and far between in the 
North. I admit that I never saw an 
eviction; but I have seen several equiva- 
lents. I have seen tenants whostruggled, 
year after year, to pay an exorbitant 
rent, who have hoped against hope, 
at last forced to sell in order to pay off 
arrears. An eviction must be an heart- 
rending scene, if it is worse than seeing 
the breaking-up of a home, the ship- 
wreck of a lifetime. I have seen men 
who have toiled for a lifetime, who have 
been temperate and industrious, forced 
at last to root up all the tender memories 
binding them to the home of their 
fathers, and to transplant themselves 
in their old age to another land. There 
are two methods of eviction. I do not 
wish to say an unfriendly word against 
landlords individually ; there are many 
of them forced by their necessities to 
make tyrannical exactions; but it is 
doubly hard that tenants in whose lives 
there have been no holidays should be 
driven to the wall through the extrava- 
gance of a landlord or his predecessor 
in title. This love of the Irish for their 
homes may seem a matter of childish 
sentiment; but it is a sentiment it is 
foolish to ignore. They have, by their 
unaided efforts, improved their holdings. 
It is hard for the man who has carved 
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his farm from: the » mountain, \or>re- 
claimed: it ‘from -the: morass, to cunder- 
| stand ‘that it belongs to another who has 
never spentia penny in its iusprovement, 
who in: all probability is a stranger to 
the country,\and has no sympathy with 
its people. We base our claim for re- 
lief wpon three considerations :— First, 
the Act of 1881 was not fairly adminis- 
tered, as ‘the Improvement Clause - was 
entirely ignored; secondly, that) the 
Commissioners did not take what they 
considered a ‘‘temporary depression”’ 
into account; thirdly, that the ex- 
clusion of the doubly-burdened lease- 
holders is not far short of a crime. 
To prove that the depression is beyond 
anything anticipated, I will submit to 
the consideration of the House a com- 
parison of prices between 1882-3 and 
those of last year. These prices are be- 
yond dispute, being the average of the 
leading markets of the North of Ire- 
land ; and if anyone can say, in the face 
of those figures, our demand is unrea- 
sonable, he must have a singular notion 
of what is reasonable and what is not. 
In 1882-3 oats were 94d. per stone; 
potatoes, 4s. 2d. per ewt.; beef, £3 Os. 8d. 
per ewt.; butter, 1s. per lb.; pork, 
£2 138. 9d. per ewt. In 1885-6 the 
same articles were, respectively, 8d. ; 
ls. 8d.; £2 108:; 9d.; £2 15s. 6d. Let 
us look now at the average price of the 
seven years preceding the Land Act, 
upon which the Commissioners relied, 
to a certain extent, as a guide :—Oats, 
104d. per stone; potatoes, 2s. 74d. 
per cwt.; butter, 1s. per lb.; beef, 
£2 168. 6d.; flax, £2 188. per owt. 
Hon. Members opposite do not realize 
the difference this makes in the sum 
total of a farmer’s profit. Let us take as 
an illustration a farm of first-rate arable 
land of 42 acres, cultivated upon a 
seven-year rotation. I am taking this 
quantity to simplify the calculation. 
Upon that rotation 12 acres would be in 
oats, which, at an average yield of 120 
stone per acre, the difference of price 
between 1882 and last year would entail 
a loss of 15s. per acre, or, in other 
words, £9. The difference of price in 
potatoes upon three acres would be 
£36 10s.; but as the price was over the 
average we will not take potatoes into 
our calculation, but suppose them to be 
consumed upon the farm, anda ton of 

rk produced, which is £8 5s. per ton 
ess in price, or else one ton of beef, at 
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£10 13s. 4d. less than in 1882-3. In 
butter the falling in price would entail 
a loss of £2 per cow, taking a moderate 
average of 160 lbs. per annum asa fair 
yield for each cow, allowing eight cows 
for the farm—£16. The falling-off in 
the price of store cattle would entail a 
further loss of £10. All these inflict a 
loss upon the entire holding, as com- 
pared with 1882-3, of £53 18s.4d. Now, 
these are not fancy calculations; the 
prices taken are from the official records 
of local markets. The average yields 
I have taken are quite within the limits 
upon good land well cultivated. How 
is this falling-off to be met? For the 
last year or two it has been met by the 
most rigid economy on the part of the 
tenants. The hon. and gallant Member 
who took it upon him to value the price, 
and expatiate upon the quality of the 
dress worn by a tenant’s daughter, did 
not know how little truth was in his 
statement. It has been met by reducing 
the number of hands, by putting a stop 
to reclamation and improvement; and 
this forced economy has the disastrous 
result of leaving, in winter time, con- 
siderable numbers of unemployed 
labourers, who suffer in no slight de- 
gree from the burden of excessive rents, 
for every ls. in excess upon the rents 
takes 6d. out of the labourer’s pocket. 
If the Government wish to stave off the 
claim for an independent Parliament for 
Ireland they ought to treat this ques- 
tion fairly. 

Toe SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Greson) (Liverpool, 
Walton) said, that he did not intervene 
at an earlier period in the debate to 
state the views of the Government, be- 
cause he expected that some answer 
would have been given to the very clear 
and striking statement of facts and 
figures that had come from the Govern- 
ment side of the House, from his hon. 
Friend the Member for Cambridge, and 
from others who had followed him. He 
thought there had been, up to the pre- 
sent, a certain air of unreality about the 
debate. It was impossible that the Bill 
eould be accepted by any responsible 
Ministry ; and he ventured to think that 
the thin appearance of the House at 
the opening of the debate, and especially 
the appearance of the Benches below 
the Gangway, where hon. Members 
from Ireland sat, and that quarter of 
the House which the followers of the 
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right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian (Mr. W. E. Gladstone) 
used to throng, showed the appreciation 
which hon. Members had of the real 
significance of the measure now brought 
forward. The real interest of the de- 
bate was centred in the presence of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian. It was what the right 
hon. Gentleman meant to say; it was 
what he intended to indicate that they 
were all looking forward to. The hon. 
Member for Cork told the House that 
his Bill consisted of two sets of pro- 
visions. The first set was of a tempo- 
rary character, and related to the abate- 
ment of arrears of rent, the present 
year’s rent and the future year’s rent of 
1887. There was attached to this a 
provision enabling every tenant whose 
rent had been fixed before the end of 
1884 to insist upon getting a compul- 
sory credit, whether the Judge in the 
Court in which the action was laid liked 
it or not—a credit which was indeter- 
minate in point of duration until his 
application could be disposed of, which 
might not be for months, or even years 
hence. That was the first part of the 
Bill, and the other part, the hon. Mem- 
ber said, was not temporary. It wasa 

rmanent amendment of the existing 
aw ; it was the inclusion of leaseholders 
in the Act of 1881. The hon. Member 
said that this had waited long enough, 
and therefore he included it in his Bill. 
He would deal with this last part of the 
question first. It was simply out of the 
question, as the hon. Member well 
knew, for the Government, after the 
declarations they had made, to under- 
take new constructive legislation this 
Session; and when any measure of that 
kind was brought forward it would re- 
quire grave and anxious consideration, 
and it would receive much elaborate 
discussion on both sides of the House. 
It would then be for the Government to 
determine whether or not they would 
yield to an acceptance of the views 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Mid Lothian expressed in 
1881, and. again and again in subse- 
quent Sessions of this Parliament. This 
question of admitting leaseholders to the 
Act of 1881 was brought before the 
right. hon. Gentleman’s Government 
year after year, and from that Govern- 
ment it got a stern and consistent re- 
fusal. In 1881 the right hon. Gentle- 

















man said ‘it ‘would-be ‘impossible»to 
strike more directly at the very root of 
contract as it was understood in Ireland, 
and that a lease was a binding covenant 
to pay a certain sum. The right hon. 
Gentleman thought that the leaseholders 
enjoyed security under their lease, and 
as long as it lasted they were bound to 
pay the rent underit. When the lease 
fell in the leaseholders were entitled to 
the status of present tenants; but as long 
as the lease lasted they were not entitled 
to revision of rent. It would be the 
duty of the Government, when the ques- 
tion came before them next Session, 
carefully and anxiously to consider whe- 
ther they should assent to the views of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Mid Lothian, supported as they 
were by his great authority and by 
much independent reasoning—or yield 
to the blandishments of hon. Members 
opposite. There was a reason above 
all others why the Government could 
not undertake to consider this ques 
tion this Session. Whether the lease- 
holders were included in the Act of 1881 
or not, they were not entitled to come 
within either Clause 1 or 3 of the Bill of 
the hon. Member for Cork. They might 
admit them as much as they liked to the 
Act of 1881; but they would not be en- 
titled by that admission to pay half- 
rents, nor would they be entitled to the 
stay of execution under the Bill, because 
the Bill related to judicial tenants whose 
rent had been ascertained up to the year 
1884. The introduction, therefore, of 
this Bill was, to a certaint extent, an 
expedient to enable certain hon. Mem- 
bers to say that they supported the Bill 
for the inclusion of leaseholders which 
the Government turned a deaf ear to. 
There was no case of urgency in the 
case of leaseholders. He now came to 
what was the real and serious part of 
the Bill, and that was the part which 
related to the judicial tenants whose 
rents were fixed before 1884. The 
House should bear in mind the vast sea 
of agitation which lurked behind these 
proposals if any Parliament could be 
found insane enough to grant them. 
Up to December 31, 1884, the tenancies 
in respect to which the judicial rents 
had been settled numbered 100,000, 
the old rental of which was £2,886,000, 
and the judicial rents £2,352,000. In 
round numbers this was a reduction of 


£500,000. There were two ways of | 
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settling judicial rents. One was by judi- 
cial deerees, and the other was by agree- 
ments between ‘the landlord and the 
tenant. Up'to the month of July last 
there were fixed altogether in Treland, 
by way of judicial decrees, 88,000 rents, 
and the number settled out of Court 
was 88,000. ‘They had, therefore, in 
round ‘numbers, 176,000 judicial rents 
fixed up to the month of July last. This 
Bill affected tenancies settled up to the 
month of December, 1884, amounting 
to 100,000, leaving uncovered 76,000 
tenants whose rents had been settled 
since; and the hon. Member for Cork 
had boldly stated in his speech that the 
tenants whose rents were settled in 1885 
had just ground of complaint in the 
rent imposed on them by the Commis- 
sioners, because of the fall of prices, to 
which the Commissioners did not give 
full effect. He said that the reason 
why they were not included was that 
they were a comparatively insignificant 
number, Was it to be thought that 
this 76,000 would acquiesce and enjoy 
the prospect of the others obtaining 
what was asked for them? The Bill 
assumed that primd facie every tenant in 
Ireland, big or little, no matter what 
his valuation, whose rent was fixed be- 
fore the end of 1884 was unable to pay 
his rent. It assumed that primd facie 
the amount of reduction that ought to 
be made was 50 per cent. He asked 
the House, considering the inquiry which 
the Government had granted, whether 
the Bill did not prejudge the results of 
the inquiry? The effect of one of the 
clauses of this Bill would be that a 
landlord would be prevented from touch- 
ing the holding or the stock of a tenant 
who had not paid his rent. The land- 
lord, therefore, instead of being a se- 
cured creditor, would become a personal 
creditor only, and would have to look 
on while the stock and farm were sold 
by other creditors, shopkeepers and 
usurers, who so often preyed upon the 
tenant. But the clause which struck 
him above all others was that which 
gave the tenant the right of applying for 
a stay to the Court. This clause had no 
parallel even in any Bill hitherto in- 
troduced by hon. Members opposite. 
He did not know whether hon. Mem- 
bers had been struck with the change 
in the language used by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork on September 3 and the 
language of the Bill. On September 3 
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the hon. Member said that power 
should be given to tenants whose rents 
were fixed a year or two ago to apply 
for a revaluation on the basis of prices, 
and that the suspension of proceedings 
in ejectment ought to be permitted on 
payment of three-fourths of the original 
rent. Now, the hon. Member for Cork 
suggested that the payment should be 
one-half instead of three-fourths; but 
he had not explained why he thought 
fit to make that change. The proposal 
of the hon. Member on September 3 
was that a discretionary power should be 
given to the Courts to stay ejectments 
upon terms; but his proposal now was 
that the landlord should be prevented 
from resorting to any legal process. The 
richest tenant in Ireland, if sued by his 
landlord, might say—‘‘I am going to 
apply to the Land Court, although I 
know that it will be a bogus application ; 
but Parliament says I may, and until 
my case is determined I intend to keep 
my money in my pocket;” and the re- 
sult, in that case, would be the extraction 
of acompulsory credit from'the landlord, 
who would have to subsist as best he 
could on half-a-year’s rent, although the 
Oourt might decide, when the application 
should be heard a year or two afterwards, 
that he was entitled to the whole rent. 
This 3rd clause offered a direct bribe 
to every judicial tenant to goto Courtand 
apply for a reduction; and should he fail 
he would still, pending the decision, keep 
half his rent in his pocket. He would 
callthe attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Mid Lothian to his 
own Land Act of 1881, which they all re- 
garded as a final settlement of the Irish 
Land Question, and in which the vital 
principle of the non-disturbance of judi- 
cial rents was laid down. The right hon. 
Gentleman, in introducing that measure, 
did not attempt to support it on the 
ground that the mass of Irish landlords 
were unjust. On the contrary, he re- 
cognized that they had done their duty. 
The Act gave the tenants the right of 
free sale. a right which was not enjoyed 
by the Highland crofter, perpetuity of 
tenure. and the right to have a fair rent 
fixed by an independent tribunal. The 
landlord was not to raise the fixed rent 
for 15 years, and the tenant was to be 
held bound to payit. The landlord’s 
remedy was to be an ejectment action 
when two gales, or a whole year’s rent, 
should be‘due. ‘The right ‘hon. Genfle- 


Mr. ‘Gibson 
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man, when attacks were made on the 
fundamental principles of the Iand Act, 
had more than once admitted that the 
State had contracted very solemn obli- 
gations towards the landlords, who had 
made great sacrifices, entitling them to 
consideration. He should like to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman sfill 
adhered to the view that judicial rents 
stood in a different and better position 
as compared with ordinary rents? When 
the right hon. Gentleman was introducin 
the Government of Ireland Bill he stat 
that there were certain reserved contracts 
which would not be under the control of 
the Irish Parliament. The contracts in 
question were not specifically mentioned 
by the right hon. Gentleman; but they 
would be found in Section 51 of the Land 
Purchase Bill, which showed the views 
of the right hon. Gentleman at the time. 
That section set forth— 


“ Provided that this Act shall not, nor shall 
any Act passed by the Irish Legislature, impair 
any obligations arising from contract or judi- 
cial decision under the Landlord and Tenant 
Act of 1870, and the Land Act of 1881, and 
any Acts amending the same.”’ 


This Land Purchase Bill, when it was 
before the House, had received a good 
deal of discussion; but not a single 
Member below the Gangway oppo- 
site objected to this proposed consecra- 
tion and stereotyping of judicial rents. 
If the Irish Government Bill and the 
Land Purchase Bill had passed into law 
np tenant could have wagged his little 
finger against a judicial rent, and the 
House would have had no power to 
tamper with such rents. He mentioned 
these matters to prove that the idea that 
the judicial rents were impossible rents 
was not present to the minds of the Irish 
Party in the month of June. When did 
the fall of prices become impressed upon 
the hon. Member for Cork aad his fol- 
lowers? - According to the statement of 
hon. Members, the Judicial Commis- 
sioners were not aware of the fact until 
the other day; and actually the hon. 
Member for Cork, and three-fourths of 
the Irish people, were ignorant of the 
fact of the crisis until the 8th of June 
last. Nothing was heard of the im- 
possibility of paying rents until June 8, 
and from that time the cry had been 
pretty constant. He was very sorry for 
the fall in prices, which, in many cases, 
had dpiidisty affected Irish farmers ; but 
he could not‘ forget that the assertion 








a-—_ 


sou bee ee 6S» ee fe ee Oe Le eee oe. Ot ee A oe ee Ch CUCU COU Oe oe Ok 20 Se ee eee 


a so ie, en ee CL BA 











1087 | 


that the payment of rent was impossible 
had been made before now, and eiguent 
exceptionally prosperous. .In 1883, the 
hon. Member for Qork introduced a Bill 
with | the object of amending the Land 
Act of 1881. He then said that the 
rents fixed in 1881 were impossible rents. 
Rents were always impossible with the 
hon. Member for Oork; and yet the 
strange thing was that the tenants lived 
and thrived under these impossible rents. 
As to the Arrears. Act, that was an Act 
which was introduced under very excep- 
tional cireumstances.. The right. hon. 
Gentleman opposite would remember 
that-in 1880 a Bill was introduced into 
Parliament by his Government, called 
the Compensation for Disturbance Bill. 
[Mr. Guansronz: Hear, ne He 
was glad to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
man cheer that, because that was a Bill 
the very principle of which was abso- 
lutely inconsistent with the Bill before 
the House, That Bill, though intro- 
duced at a time of great distress, after a 
year of famine, only provided that in 
the case of a landlord resorting to 
legal remedies the tenant should be en- 
titled to compensation for disturbance. 
But that Bill gaye no power of abating 
rents or staying proceedings. In 1882, 
after the Land Act was, passed, there 
was still a vast burden of arrears hang- 
ing round the necks of the tenants; 
and the right hon. Gentleman, whether 
wisely or not, at all events generously, 
introduced the Arrears Act of 1882, 
At that time it was\a moot point whe- 
ther the operation of that Act should 
be effected by vyoluntary action, or 
whether it should be made compulsory. 
The right hon, Gentleman then said 
that if the method of compulsion were 
adopted it would; involve something in 
the nature of a gift, and accordingly 
the State stepped, in and gave a large 
gift to the landlords. The. right hon. 
Gentleman felt it to be his duty; in in- 
troducing that, Bill, to fence it round 
with, the, most elaborate. precautions, 


In the. first place, the Act, was limited 


expressly and in terms to the tenant 
who was paying for his one holding not 
over £30,a-year. In, othen, werds,, it 
was intended to benefit, the, poorer ten- 
ants, and not the rich farmers , and 
graziers,. The tenants, too, had to pay 
one.entire year’s rent down, he was 


ral nena hear the hon, Member for 
York say that 


under, the Arrears Act it, 
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was sufficient for the tenant to pay. one- 
third., As a, matter of fact there were 
hardly any arrears due on the judicial 
rents; and what the hon. Member for’ 
Cork sought to do with regard to judi- 
cial rents was to take half the money 
for this year and half for the year 1887. 
In addition to the precautions he had 
mentioned, the State recognized that 
the Arrears Act was legislation of an 
exceptional and startling character, and 
undertook to pay one-half of the arrears 
due.to the landlord, not exceeding one 
year’s rent, and in that respect a very 
large sum was paid to the landlord. 
But, the distinction to which he would 
draw. attention was that that Act dis- 
tinctly gave the landlord certain rights. 
It limited the period within which the 
application could be made; it declared 
that the landlord should have a charge 
on the goodwill of the farm; and, above 
all, the Act did not. apply to judicial 
rents. He ventured to think that the 
Bill before, the House differed in all 
essential particulars from the legislation 
of, the right, hon, Gentleman opposite. 
What, then, was the solid basis of fact 
upon which it was sought to justify pro- 
posals the like of which had never been 
heard in the British House of Com- 
mons? It was said that the facts showed 
that there was an absolute inability on 
the part of the tenants to pay the rents 
imposed up to the year 1884. As to 
that, he did not find that any distinct or 
cogent evidence had been offered by 
hon. Members opposite below the Gang- 
way. Beyond all doubt Ireland had 
been increasing in prosperity, as the 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite had said 
when introducing his Land Act of 1881, 
unless the increase of deposits in savings 
banks, the consumption of intoxicating 
liquors, and the sales of tenant right 
were to be laughed out of the House. 
One of the arguments in favour of. the 
increasing prosperity of Ireland relied 
on by the right hon, Gentleman oppo- 
site was the decline of the smaller ten- 
ants and the growth of a more solvent 
and responsible body of occupiers. Be- 
tween 1841 and 1881 the class of tenants 
holding. from .one ;to five acres, had 
diminished in a remarkable degree, and 
the number of tenants holding from 
five to 15 acres had_ also , diminished. 
But. the, number of those holding from 
15 to 30.acres had increased 70 per cent 
and those, holding from 30 acres and 
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upwards had increased 200 per cent. 
But it was said that between 1884 and 
1885 there had been a great change; 
that there had been a fall in prices in 
1885 ; yet there were more holdings in 
1885 than in 1884; which showed that 
there was no great press of evictions, 
and there was more land under cultiva- 
tion in 1886 than in 1885. Did that 
show that capital was lost and extin- 
guished, and that tenants were crushed 
by rapacious landlords? One of the 

roofs of a progressive tenantry was the 
increase of tenants with large holdings. 
Again, there was a very important in- 
erease in the number of stock on the 
farms in 1885 and 1886, as appeared 
from the statistics laid before the 
House. In 1885, too, the crops were un- 
doubtedly good, and in 1886 they were 
above the average. But the House 
might be told that there was great dan- 
ger in agricultural figures, unless they 
were very carefully considered. The 
hon. Member who had just sat down 
complained that the Land Commis- 
sioners who fixed the rents did not dis- 
charge their duty properly, because in 
1882 prices were exceptionally good, 
and that they had been largely in- 
fluenced by that fact in fixing the rents. 
It was, no doubt, a dangerous thing to 
fix rents by prices, because rents were 
often high when prices were low. But 
in the very year mentioned by the hon. 
Member, the year 1882, he found from 
Thom’s Almanack, an authority upon 
which all Irishmen relied, that the value 
of crops per acre was only £5 12s., as 
against £6 4s. in 1884. The Commis- 
sioners in fixing judicial rent were, it 
must be assumed, not noodles, but men 
fairly competent for their work, and in 
fixing the rent of any holding they 
would have regard to the crop as well 
as to the prices which prevailed. The 
hon. Member for Cork had quoted 
figures with regard to the reductions 
that had been made; but the statistics 
scarcely supported his view. The fact 
was that from 1881 to 1882 the judicial 
rents fixed were 10:2 per cent over the 
Poor Law valuation, in- 1884 to 1885 
they were 8 — eent over the Poor Law 
valuation. In May, 1886, they were 8 
percent over the Poor Law valuation, 
and in June, 1886, 10 per cent under. 
This difference between rents fixed in 
May and those fixed in June did not re- 
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sioners, but showed that there must 
have been considerable irregularity and 
variety in the class of holdings that had 
to be valued. In Zhe Zimes of that 
morning there appeared a statement as 
to the amount of reductions made in the 
judicial rents in each year since 1881. 
In 1882 the average reduction was 20 
per cent, and down to the autumn of 
1885 18 per cent. In October, 1885, it 
went up to 21 per cent, and it had since 
gone on to 22 per cent, and this year to 
27, and in one case to 29 percent. In 
the Civil Bill Court, however, before a 
Judge who sat alone, the reductions 
were much smaller. But he desired to 
call the special attention of the House 
to the fact that the difference in the 
proportion of reduction between the 
earlier and the later years was in round 
figures only about 7 per cent; and be- 
cause there was this difference the 
House was asked to decree that the 
tenants of Ireland, who had already 
received a reduction averaging 20 per 
cent, were entitled to further reduction 
of 50 percent. The views of the hon. 
Member for Cork were extravagant, and 
the figures which he gave the House 
were not of a very accurate character. 
For instance, he omitted entirely to 
mention the fact that the price of wool 
had risen 60 per cent. Sometimes the 
hon. Member stopped at 1884, and gave 
no information as to the prices for 1885. 
Another argument relied upon by the 
hon. Member for Cork was that of the 
‘inherent vice’ of the landlords. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian, however, in one of his 
speeches on the Land Bill of 1881, said 
that the Irish landlords had been on 
their trial, but that as a class they were 
found free from blame. What more 
than this could be said of any class? 
No doubt there were black sheep 
amongst the landlords of Irsland. There 
were black sheep in England. There 
were black sheep in every country, and 
even in every House of Assembly in the 
world. The right hon. Member for 
Mid Lothian had protested against im- 
puting to the Irish: a double dose of 
original sin. Werte not the Irish land- 
lords to be included among the Irish? 
It would be grossly unfair to pass this 
sweeping, and, to many, ruinous and 
exterminating measure because there 
might be some landlords who exercised 


flect upon the capacity of the Commis- | their rights without moderation. Irish 
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landlords were not fools, and they did 
not unnecessarily resort to evictions—if 
it could be avoided it was avoided—for 
its effect in most cases was to leave the 
land on the landlord’s hands to be 
garrisoned at considerable expense. An 
hon. Member had some time ago re- 
ferred to the ‘‘ wholesale evictions” on 
Lord Kenmare’s estate; but on the Ist 
of September there appeared a letter in 
The Times from Lord Kenmare’s legal 
advisers in this country in which it was 
stated that there had only been 15 ten- 
ants permanently evicted on the estate 
during the last seven years, which, on 
an average, was one tenant a year in 
every 700; and each of the evicted ten- 
ants had had the offer of being rein- 
stated, or of selling his holding for his 
own benefit if he paid half-a-year’s 
rent. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I never mentioned rd 
Kenmare’s name. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.): 
I beg to say to the hon. and learned 
Gentleman that the letter is a tissue of 
falsehoods. 

Mr. GIBSON said, the letter was 
signed by the legal representatives of 
Lord Kenmare, and had not been con- 
tradicted, as far as he was aware. The 
fears as to an avalanche of evictions 
were baseless. In considering the sta- 
tistics of evictions, it must be borne in 
mind that there were 565,000 tenants, 
holding one acre and upwards, in Ire- 
land. The Eviction Returns were, of 
course, documents of high authority; 
but they must be read with these points 
borne in mind—namely, that they did 
not indicate whether the eviction was for 
non-payment of rent or some other cause, 
nor did they show if the tenant was subse- 
quently re-admitted as a caretaker, nor 
whether the eviction was that of a judi- 
cial tenant. As far as his knowledge 
weut judicial tenants were very seldom 
evicted ; and, therefore, for anything that 
the Returns showed to the contrary, the 
evictions in these Returns might not in- 
clude a single case of a judicial tenant. 
The hon. Member for Cork had said 
that the small number of evictions in 
1886-6 was, in the last quarter of 1885, 
owing to the benignant attitude of Lord 
Oarnarvon, and in the first part of 
1886 to the similar attitude of the late 
Chief Secretary. He observed, however, 
that without exception the numbers 
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of evictions varied steadily with the 
seasons. The number in the March 
quarter was small, and the Decem- 
ber quarter had the smallest num- 
ber of the year. The figures he had 
appeared to vary from those given by 
the hon. Member for Cork. He found 
that in the year 1882 there was a very 
large number of evictions, 5,201 alto- 
gether; but from that number thero 
was a very large deduction to be made, 
because 2,331 persons were restored as 
caretakers and 198 as tenants. In 1883 
there were 3,640 evictions, but 236 were 
restored as tenants, and 1,507 were-re- 
stored as caretakers. In 1884 there 
were 4,188 evictions; 1,760 were re- 
stored as caretakers, and 229 as tenants. 
In 1885 there were 3,127 evictions; 
1,540 were restored as caretakers, and 
120 as tenants. In the first quarter of 
1886 the figures were rather remark- 
able ; 698 were evicted, 388 were re- 
stored as caretakers, and 20 as tenants. 
The hon. Member for Cork had com- 
plimented the Lord Lieutenant then in 
Office on the small number of evictions 
during that period; but it would be 
found that his Predecessor in 1885 had 
a very similar record—namely, 720 
evictions, 46 restorations, and 326 who 
were restored as caretakers. The House 
would be surprised to learn that those 
were the normal figures in every one of 
the corresponding quarters of former 
years. The number of evictions was 
always comparatively large in the June 
quarter. In that quarter of 1882 the 
number of ejectments was 1,732, in 1883 
it was 1,247, in 1884 it was 1,358, and 
in 1885 it was 1,326, and that gavea 
larger number than for the summer 
quarter of the present year. He thought 
in the face of the figures which he had 
given it could not be said that the lrish 
landlords were oppressors; nor did he 
think the House would believe that they 
were such fools as to put in operation 
wholesale evictions, which would be 
their own ruin. The House should 
eonsider, before it gave its sanction to 
such legislation as was proposed, that 
under the present law no judicial tenant 
eould be evicted unless he owed a whole 
year’s rent, and that then he was en- 
titled to six calendar months more from 
the time that he was dispossessed in order 
to redeem his holding. The Coun 

Court rule which: had a mentiont 


also gave a very wide discretion to the 
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Judges in those Courts whose jurisdic 
tion was sufficient to embrace the cases 
of all the poorer class of tenants. He 
thought the Bill, if passed, must act as 
a wholesale invitation to all the tenants 
of Ireland, rich or poor, to come into 
Court to have their rents reduced, and get 
thereby a half-year’s credit until their 
claims were disposed of. It was simply 
nonsense to say that all those cases could 
be determined in four months. It had 
taken two years to settle the rents for the 
tenants in the Bill, and how many years 
would it take to settle this question of 
abatement? Under the arrears Act of 
1882 there was no real litigation, for 
landlordand tenant made common cause ; 
but the present Bill, if passed, would 
initiate litigation more angry and pro- 
longed than even that under the Land 
Act of 1881, which had been described 
as one of the greatest blessings ever 
bestowed on the Legal Profession in 
Ireland. If the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition gave en- 
couragement to this Bill it would be 
sealing the condemnation of his own 
Land Act, which he had regarded and 
brought forward as the final settlement 
of the Land Question in Ireland. The 
pivot of the Land Act of 1881 was the 
judicial rent fixed for 15 years, which 
could not be raised by the landlord in 
good years, but which protected him from 
loss in bad ones; and if that were re- 
moved the whoie fabrie of that Act must 
perish. Theeffect ofthe proposed legis- 
lation would be to weaken the self-re- 
liance and the exertions of the tenant, 
and to induce him to place his trast 
rather upon a possible reduction of rent 
if he should get behind in his pay- 
ments. It would give a compulsory 
credit to every tenant who chose to 
come to the Court, whether he was able 
to pay or not, until his case was dis- 
posed of. The Bill very largely dif- 
fered in a wide and startling degree 
from the measure sketched by the hon. 
Member for Cork in his speech during 
the debate on the reply te the Speech 
from the Throne ; and yet no Member of 
the House was capable of expressing 
himself more clearly than that: hon. 
Gentleman. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
said that in 1883, and though he very 
nearly agreed with the right hon. Gen- 
tleman— because he made an exception 
in favour of the right hon. Gentleman 


himself—he thought that the fact of the 


Mr. Gibson 


{COMMONS}: 








hon..Member for Oork, who was never 
carried away by passion and who was a 
thorough ‘master of ‘all that went on in 
Ireland, bringing forward the proposal 
on the 3rd.of September to. pay three- 
fourths of the rent, giving a discretionary 
power to stay execution, and now intro- 
ducing such a modification as they had 
seen, showed that. something extraor- 
dinary had occurred sincethen. He did 
not know for what purpose the Bill was 
introduced—whether as an implement of 
agitation or to try the faithof right hon. 
Gentlemen, and see how far they were 
prepared to follow the hon. Member. 
But this he knew—that whatever use the 
hon. Member and his Friends might 
make of the measure outside, he was 
well assured it must in this House meet 
the fate for which it was admirably 
prepared in all its provisions—the fate 
of decisive rejection. 

Mr. W. BE. GLADSTONE, (Edin- 
burgh, Mid Lothian); I am. sorry to 
find, Sir, that in the course of this de- 
bate, notwithstanding the rumours and 
indications which, have appeared in 
various quarters, there have been no 
signs of a tendency to approximation of 
opinion, or to an amicable arrangement 
between the, two sides of the, House. 
The speech of the hon. and: learned 
Gentleman who has just sat down (Mr. 
Gibson), and the speeches of the hon. 
Gentlemen who. moved and seconded 
the Amendment, have been in the tone 
of an absolute and uncompromising op- 
position to any measure whatever for 
affording any relief whatever to any 
portion of the Irish tenantry in the 
actual circumstances in which we stand. 
The question whether that uncompro- 
mising attitude is required and justified 
by the facts is, it| appears, to me, the 
only question whieh we have to-night to 
decide in determining what vote we 
shall give in regard to the soond read- 
ing of the Bill of the hon, Gentleman 
the Member for, Cork ..(Mr,), Parnell), 
Now, Sir, I must venture tocomment on 
the arrangement: uader which the de- 
bate has, been conducted.. I) cannot, be 
wrong in supposing that that which is 
perfectly regular and legitimate—-thatthe 
selection of Gentlemen|/to move and, to 
second the Amendment. which, was,to, be 
fatal to the Bill; was. an, arrangement 
made by and with the, sanction) of, Her 


Majesty's Geverument.. That, being, 80, 


I, cannot; help. being .struck with ,the 


(Ireland S Bills. 1044 








me |S fm he oe belo ee te ee Ue ek Om bet 


_e 














1045 


Tenants’ Relief 


particular position which they oceupy 
as individuals in regard to this par- 
ticular subject. [An hon. Memper: 
Question !] Question! This is a ques- 
tion affectung the welfare especially of 
the agricultural body in Ireland ; and 
there are in this House—notwithstand- 
ing what is said of the diminished 
power and representation enjoyed by 
Irish landlords—no inconsiderable num- 
ber of Gentlemen who are the Repre- 
sentatives of agricultural constituencies 
in Ireland, and who are strong and de- 
termined supporters of Her Majesty’s 
Government. Then, Sir, I am led to 
ask myself, and I hope a reply will be 
given to the question—How and why is 
it that no Representative of those agri- 
cultural constituencies in Ireland has 
been found ready to come forward and 
to move the rejection of this Bill? If 
ever there was a subject which called 
for the exertion of the enérgies and the 
talents of the county Members sitting in 
this House, and sitting for Ireland as 
Irish Representatives in this House, 
this is the subject and the occasion. 
But the Amendment has been moved by 
an hon. Gentleman perfectly qualified 
for the task by every personal gift, but 
who, it appears to me, is by no means 
qualified by the fact that he sits in this 
House as the Representative of an Eng- 
lish borough. Not less remarkable is 
the ehoice of the Seconder. The Seconder 
has the misfortune, as I understand and 
believe, of not being an Irishman at all. 

Tur CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotru Cuurcuty) 
(Paddington, 8.): I beg the right hon. 
Gentleman’s pardon. My hon. Friend 
(Mr. GC. Lewis) is an Irishman. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT 
(Derby): The noble Lord says the hon, 
Member is an Irishman. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: Well, I 
have not seen his baptismal certificate ; 
but I maintain and believe that in the 
case of 89 distinguished a Gentleman I 
cannot possibly be wrong, and that he 
is a person bora on this: side of the 
Yhannel. It is true that he is an Irish 
Member; but he does not sit for an Irish 
constituency, and-it is impossible we 
should not ask ‘why is it that, in order 
to move the rejection of this Bill, a 
choies was not made of: two, or at least 
of one Gentleman representing Irish 


agricultural constituencies’? [ Crées of 
*Oh!”) Gentlemen opposite think: 
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that question very ridiculous. It ap- 
pears to me to be pertinent and appro- 
priate. I will venture to give a reason, 
which, in the absence of other reasons 
coming from quarters of great autho- 
rity, will, I think, find acceptance with 
some portions of this House. I think 
the Motion for the rejection of the Bill, 
and for refusing all relief to all persons 
affected by it, has been made by Gen- 
tlemen unconnected with agricultural 
constituencies in Ireland—{‘‘ No no!’’| 
—for the plain and simple reason that 
no Member representing such an agri- 
cultural constituency in Ireland, how- 
ever firm and fervent he might be in his 
allegiance to the Government, could be 
found for the purpose of making the 
Motion. [‘“ Oh, oh!” ] My reason, at 
any rate, holds the field for the present, 
and if I am wrong the Gentlemen to 
whom I refer will have ample oppor- 
tunity for recommending themselves to 
the favour of their constituencies by 
boldly coming forward in the course of 
this debate and denouncing the provi- 
sions of this Bill and maintaining that 
no case existsfor it. Sir, the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Solicitor General 
for Ireland was pleased, very cour- 
teously, to refer to me more than once 
in the course of his speech. Among 
other references to me he stated, I be- 
lieve with perfect accuracy, that in 1881, 
in introducing the Land Bill to this 
House, I stated that the Irish landlords 
had been upon their trial, and had not 
been found guilty, or words to that 
effect. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
is, I believe, quite accurate in his re- 
ference. I spoke on the best evidence 
in my possession—namely, the evidence 
of an important Commission which in- 

uired into the condition of land in 
reland at the close of 1880 and the 
commencement of 1881. I must con- 
fess that the very large number of ap- 
plications for judicial rents, and the 
proof which I must presume to have 
been afforded in those cases that the 
existing rents were beyond fair rents, 
somewhat disappointed me, and in some 
degree modified the declaration I had 
previously made ; but, at the same time, 
lam very far indeed from fuunding the 
vote I intend to give on this Bill on any 
general charge against the landlords. I 
will state more specifically the grounds 
of that vote by-and-bye; but 1 find: it 
no part of my duty; and no matter of 
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accusation against them, to enter into 
any reasoning connected with their pro- 
ceedings in any particular. The lion! 
and learned Gentleman states that the 
judicial rents are in a different position 
from other rents in the view of Parlia- 
ment. Well, Sir, that is one of the 
a. Seem which it appears to me to 

very difficult to handle with a careful 
application of it to principles. No 
doubt, they are in a different position in 
respect of certain particular enactments 
which apply to them. For example, 
the 15 years’ term of judicial rent has 
nothing more nearly analogous to it in 
the case of ordinary rent than an ar- 
rangement which can be made under a 
lease. There are specific differences 
between judicial rents and other rents, 
and certainly I am prepared to contest 
the proposition that judicial rents are 
covered with a general sacredness that 
does not apply to ordinary contracts in 
relation to rent. [‘‘Oh,oh!”] A pro- 
position of that kind, which need not 
necessarily be argued now, has, in my 
opinion, led to very erroneous and ques- 
tionable views with regard to the posi- 
tion of the two orders of landlords in 
Ireland—those whose tenants have ap- 
pealed against them, and who have 
more or less succeeded in their appeals, 
and those who have presumably found 
no occasion to make any such appeal. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman says— 
and I believe with truth—that the Com- 
pensation for Disturbance Bill, which 
we introduced in 1880, and the deplor- 
able rejection of which by the House of 
Lords has been the source of many of 
our subsequent difficulties, did not pro- 
vide for an abatement of rent. Sir, 
that is perfectly true—I believe it to be 
true according to my recollection; but 
it provided for the payment on account 
of disturbance in the very case where 
that payment on account of disturbance 
had been included in the law of 1870. I 
will venture to put it to the hon. and 
learned Gentleman that the question as 
to the mode of relief to be afforded to 
the tenant is totally different from the 
question whether any case has arisen for 
affording some relief to the tenant in 
the circumstances in which he is now 
placed. It is conceivable that you may 
simply arrest judicial proceedings, take 
no other step whatever, wait for the 
result of your inquiry, and then for the 
legislation that may follow. It is quite 


Mr. W. E. Gladstone 
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conceivable, and, as I think, preferable, 
that, in addition to the arrest of pro- 
éeedings, séme proposal on the prin- 
ciple of ‘the hon: Member for Cork 
should be adopted; and it has indeed, I 
think, been distinctly and justly stated 
by the hon. and learned Gentleman that 
the matter should not be allowed to hang 
over, but that an immediate decision 
should be come to as to what amount of 
temporary abatement should he made, 
or it is perfectly possible that you might 
give relief in the form of compensation 
for disturbance. But these are only 
questions of difference in form ; the sub- 
stantial question is, whether a case for re- 
lief to any portion of the tenantry of Ire- 
land has in any form arisen, or whether 
it has not. The hon. Member who moved 
and the hon. Member who seconded the 
Amendment assert that there is no case 
for relief in any form to any portion of 
the tenants in Ireland, and that is the 
question on which I think the judg- 
ment of the House will have to be 
taken. Now, the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman also observed, and again, I be- 
lieve, with truth, that the Arrears Bill 
was limited—and the same assertion 
might have been made as to the Com- 
pensation for Disturbance Bill of 1880 
—to holdings under a certain figure. 
The hon. and learned- Gentleman ap- 
peared to me to attach great importance 
to that distinction, and I am not surprised 
that he should have attached importance 
to it. Undoubtedly, we attached import- 
ance toitin the case of the Arrears Bill, and 
in the case of the Compensation for Dis- 
turbance Bill. But the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, in this portion of his speech, 
and I think in many other portions of 
his speech, completely forgot the posi- 
tion in which he has himself been placed 
by the act of the Government to which 
he belongs. The Government are those 
who have appointed a tribuaal to inquire 
whether the judicial rents are too high 
or not. If it is so important to draw a 
distinction between rents under £30 and 
rents over £30, why has not that dis- 
tinction been drawn in the instruc- 
tions to the Commissioners? The Go- 
vernment have admitted that rents of all 
amounts are fit subjects forinquiry; but 
how can the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man expect the hon. Member for Cork 
to be the person to introduce that dis- 
tinetion, and to exclude from the opera- 
tion of his Bill a portion of those whose 
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case the Government themselves, by a 
solemn act, have declared to call for 
and require attention? I feel a great 
obligation to the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman for all that he said about the 
Land Act of 1881. He says, with great 
truth, that in approaching that subject 
I did so with a sense, if not of reverence, 
yet, at any rate, of awe and of difficulty, 
and of oppression; that it was one of 
the most difficult subjects, one of the most 
arduous and complicated subjects, with 
which any Gentleman in this House could 
possibly be called upon in a responsible 
manner to deal; and that I looked upon 
the enactments in that measure as enact- 
ments that ought not, excepting under 
the most clear and evident considerations 
of necessity, to be disturbed. I hoped 
it contained the elements of a permanent 
settlement in Ireiand, as far as that 
settlement, generally speaking, could be 
effected under any legislative arrange- 
ment between landlord and tenant. And, 
Sir, that is perfectly true. But who are 
they who disappointed me? Who are 
they who have called the Land Act in 
question? They are those who have 
recommended Her Majesty to appoint a 
Commission. [Zaughter.| The right 
hon. Gentleman the Seeretary of State 
for War (Mr. W. H. Smith), strong in 
his 24 hours’ experience, laughs at the 
observation which I make. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had applied as many 
years, as he has applied hours, to the 
investigation of Irish matters, he might 
have known a little more of the subject. 
We provided, in the Act of 1881, 
arrangements made with great difficulty, 
made under circumstances extremely 
arduous, due in many respects to 
the special. case of Ireland, due in 
some respects to that rash act of 
the House. of Lords to which I have 
already referred, and we ho that 
those arrangements would be solid 
and undisturbed. At any rate, we re- 
spected those arrangements ourselves. 
In the important propositions made this 
year we avoided raising any question 
with respectto the basis upon which rents 
have been fixed in Ireland. » The pre- 
sent Government, in what I thought 
must have been humorously called by 
the right hon. Baronet the Chief Secre- 
tary for: Lreland a ‘‘ sober :poliey,”’ have 
re-opened in all its breadth this question 
of judicial rents.. I am not at all sure 
whether they are conscious of the vast 
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importanee of the step that have 
taken. Last year they me he of 
vast consequence with respect to coercive 
or repressive legislation without fully, 
as it appeared to us on this side of the 
House, comprehending the nature and 
the consequences of that action. I am 
afraid that there has been somewhat 
similar haste and want of full investiga- 
tion in the proposition now made by 
Her Majesty’s Government to inquire 
whether the rents fixed in Ireland under 
the Act of 1881 are rents which can or 
eannot be paid. But my present purpose 
is only to reply to the query of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman. He says— 
‘‘When did you become conscious of 
the inability to pay rent? When was 
this inability to pay rent first thought 
of?” Sir, I will answer the question. 
It was first thought of when Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government determined to advise 
the Queen to issue a Commission which 
was to inquire into three points. [4 
laugh.| I may be permitted to observe 
that laughter from a Cabinet Minister 
is not argument, and perhaps it is the 
best proof of the truth of my argument. 
Perhaps, however, manners are not a 
proper matter for discussion. One of 
the three points is to inquire whether, 
by an exceptional fall in the price of 
produce, the capacity or incapacity to 
pay rent has been affected? I know 
nothing of the interior of the minds of 
other men; but, as far as the public is 
concerned, my answer to the hon. and 
learned Gentleman is that the first mo- 
ment—the first time—the time of the 
birth of this great idea of resettling and 
reconsidering Irish rents, was the time 
when Her Maiesty’s Government de- 
termined to advise the issue of a Royal 
Commission. Sir, the hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Amendment, which 
amounts to the rejection of this Bill, 
founded himself very much on the pro- 
position that it was impossible for the 
Courts of Justice to distinguish between 
those who cannot pay the rent and those 
who will not pay the rent. It is quite 
plain to me that it is too late to urge 
that argument in Parliament, which has 
more than once recognized the practica- 
bility of drawing and acting upon such 
a distinction. The Compensation for 


Disturbance Bill, which was passed in 

1880 by this House, was entirely founded 

uporn the proof of inability to pay rent; 

and not only so, but upon the proof of 
[ First Night. } 
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inability to pay rent defined by a minute 
and careful reference to the cause which 
had produced ‘thé inability: “In the 
Arrears Act, whieh passed into law, and 
which became the foundation of extrenie 
and costly transactions, the inability to 
pay rent jadicially proved was the basis 
of the entire proceeding. Therefore, it 
is impossible to accept the doctrine of 
the hon. Gentleman as to the impossi- 
bility of doing that which it was deemed 
possible to do on former occasions, and 
which we have done on the great occa- 
sion of the Arrears Act. It can hardly 
be held now that there is no reason whiy 
there should be a reference to a Court 
of Justice, for the purpose of giving 
relief to those who are unable to 
pay rent. The hon. Gentleman, again, 
when he made use of that argument, 
suggested to me what I confess ap- 
aay to be the purport of the great 

ulk of his speech. Three-fourths of 
his speech, at least, and a large portion 
of the speech of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman who has just sat down, are 
in the nature of a distinct and deliberate 
argument against the appointment of a 
Commission, such as Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment have advised, and ought to 
have led up to a Motion, not for the re- 
jection of this Bill merely, but for an 
Address to the Orown, praying the Crown 
not to issue such a Commission. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman seemed also 
to attach great value to another argu- 
ment he used, and which appeared to 
me to be, I will not say of the most 
flimsy, but of a most narrow and inade- 
quate character. He said—‘' You are 
assuming that there is no other way of 

tting judicial rents reduced than by a 

ill of this nature.” I answer there is 
such a way—namely, by availing our- 
selves of the provisions of the Purchase 
Act of Lord Ashbourne. I want to know 
how many tenants there are in Ireland 
who have availed themselves of that 
Act? What is the capital value of the 
Irish land, and how many of those ten- 
ants, or how much of that land, can pos- 
sibly obtain relief from the judicial rent 
under the Act of Lord Ashbourne? If 
the hon. and learned Member tells me 
that the Act of Lord Ashbourne is to be 


'°{ COMMONS} «- 
‘twenty, ‘and ‘hundreds of thousands of 





indefinitely increased and extended— 
that instead of having the Treasury | 
made the direct creditors of some few | 
thousands of tenants in Ireland we are_ 
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tenants—I tell him he ‘is reckoning 
without his host.’ Such an extension— 
such a multiplication of the relations of 
debtor ‘and creditor~in every respect, 
economically and politically, most ob- 
jectionable and most dangerous, will re- 
ceive the deliberate and determined op- 
a of a large portion of this House. 
tis ‘said, and possibly it is true; that 
some may receive relief—! per cent, 
2 per cent, or probably 8 per cent, for I 
do not know how much of the £5,000,000 
under Lord Ashbourue’s Act avtually 
remains undisposed of. I will not con- 
test it; but I am not prepared to admit 
that those who may be able to obtain 
such relief can supply us with a proper 
measure of our action on the occasion 
that is now’ before us. Sir, there was 
another passage at the end of the speech 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
which I heard with some surprise and 
regret. It appeared to be calculated by 
the hon. and learned Member that there 
would be a total abandonment by the 
Irish landlords of their character, posi- 
tion, and responsibility in that country 
by the handing over to the tenants of 
the whole property of the soil. I know 
not whether the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber is at present in his place; I should 
be glad if he would contradict me, and 
assure me that I have misunderstood 
him. In my opinion, it would be a 
most unfortunate day for Ireland that 
should witness the adoption by the Legis- 
lature of any measure contemplating the 
extirpation or extermination from the 
country of an entire elass of the com- 
munity. My wish is that the Irish land- 
lords should remain in the country, and 
that they should do their duty there. 

Coroner KING-HARMAN (Kent, 
Isle of Thanet): How are they to do it? 
You have made it impossible. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: I will not 
answer that disorderly question now. It 
would only lead me into a great and un- 
warrantable invasion of the time of the 
House, and I think that an interruption 
of that kind should not be encouraged 
by a lengthy notice, even if it were 
worthy of such notice. This I will say, 
however—that we, at least, in our ad- 
herence to the Act of 1881, and in the 
measure which we adopted this year 
with respect to Irish landlords, have 
never contemplated and never desired 


to extend the Act to tens of thousands, , the removal of the landlords from that 
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wold ‘he injurious to society at large 
 Question:’)\. Z would remind; the 
that we are at present engaged 
in considering the second reading of this 
Bill; and what we have to determine is 
whether there is, a case for legislation 
in respect to what appears to be its main 
provision: and main purport. .Whatis 
ealled.the Jrish:- Question | was - wide 
enough, as_ I, thought, when the Jate 
Government were in Office. It embraced 
the subject of local self-government for 
Ireland, or what is properly termed 
Home, Rule; together with the subject 
of land sale and purchase. But it has 
now been greatly widened .by the re- 
course to what the right hon. Gentle- 
man calls a ‘‘sober’’ policy. The two 
subjeets to which I have referred are in 
all. their breadth before you, and. you 
will have to. encounter them; but: to 
them you have added two other subjects 
of immense extent and complexity—that 
opened by the public inquiry into public 
works in Ireland, and the large applica- 
tion of publie funds to their prosecution ; 
and asubject greater still—more compli- 
cated still—into which you have found 
your way, but out of which you will find 
it rather difficult to discover an exit— 
namely, the subject. of rents in Ireland. 
Iam afraid I am greatly at issue with 
some of those hon., Gentlemen. whose 
singular modes of. expression I. was 
tempted for a moment to notice; for, as 
far as I can comprehend the state of 
their minds, although it may be pre- 
sumptuous in me to invade sanctuaries 
of that description—as far as I am able 
to comprehend or even to, conjecture— 
their opinion is that the issue of this 
Commission to inquire respecting the 
land and respecting the payment of rent 
is a matter of secondary importance. It 
is a Commission which is to examine— 
“ To what extent, if any, and in ‘what parts 
of Ireland, the operation of the Land Act of 
1881 is affected, whether by combination to re- 
sist the enforcement of legal obligations, or by 
exceptional fall in the prices of produce ; and 
also, to inquire to what extent there exists any 
desire among tenants to avail themselves of the 
provisions of the Land Purchase Act of 1885, 
and to report upon any modifications of the law 
which may be necessary.” 
Now, Sir, on the first and third branches 
of this inquiry I do not purpose to make 
any remark at all. I remark only upon 
that second branch of the inquiry, which 
appears to me to be the most pregnant 


{SevesmemsZ0)"1886} — . \.(reland) 
- countzy. Et is aistep which we believe 





bi My 
in ita consequences, amor eur 


and under w. the Commi 
to examine what effect a fal 
has had upon the payment of rente under 
the Land Act of 1881. In my opinion, 
the issue of that Commission by the 
Executive of the country contains within 
it both an assertion and, a promise. I 
will not follow the hon. Member for 
Cork, or tlie hon. Member for Cambridge 
(Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald), into their in- 
quiries, interesting as they were, with 
respect. to the fall of prices. For my 
part, personally, I take my stand upon 
the issue of that Commission, and cme the 
issue of that Commission alone, as bein 
made the sufficient andimperative gro 
for a proceeding on the part of Parlia- 
ment, with a view to atford relief to ten- 
ants in cases where, upon judicial exa- 
mination, it may be found necessary. 
By the issue of that Commission you 
have .asserted your conviction, in the 
face of the country, that there are cases 
of judicial rent in Ireland where the 
rents now fixed, in consequence of the 
fall in prices, cannot be possibly paid. 
Have you considered how grave and 
solemn such an assertion is? Will it 
be questioned that such an assertion, 
such a conviction, on your part, is in- 
volved in the issue of the Commission ? 
Why, Sir, no Government in this coun- 
try could possibly assume the responsi- 
bility of inquiring by public authority 
into the eapacity of tenants to pay their 
rents, unless they were profoundly con- 
vinced by the information at their com- 
mand that there were cases—I do not 
examine now how many—but a class of 
eases in Ireland, where, in consequence 
of the fall in prices, those rents cannot 
be. paid... This was not only an asser- 
tion, but it was a promise; for it is im- 
possible for the Legislature—impossible 
even for the’ Executive, short of the 
authority of the Legislature—to assert 
that there are cases of that deseription, 
where rent cannot be paid in consequence 
of the fall in prices, without being pre- 
pared to afford relief to the persons 
hie ed with such rent. If I want a 
roof of the assertion I have just made, 
find it in the declaration of the Prime 
Minister himself. The Prime Minister, 
immediately upon his assumption of 
Office, acquainted those whom he was 
addressing ‘‘ elsewhere,” that there were 
cases, as he believed, where the judicial 
rents could not be paid. Is was perfectly 
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true, he stated, in what-way the funds 
were to be found. He stated they wore 
to be found by drawing on the Exchequer 
of this country—a ition prema- 
turely born iuto the world, where it was 
not destined to survive, and it has 
already, I think I may safely say, re- 
cvived its guietus. If the judicial rents 
are too high—if you, who say so: in an 
authentic form, are about te provide 
means for their reduction, it will not be 
out of the Exchéquer of this country that 
the difference will be made up. My 
only purpose in mentioning this now is 
to make good beyond all dispute my 
assertion that, in the face of the country, 
the Executive Government has taken a 
measure which implies and involves the 
fact that in certain cases these rents are 
too high, and which therewith, by an iron 
necessity, also involves an engagement 
on their part that’ relief shall be given 
in respect of such cases: Very well; 
then how far have we got in the argu- 
ment? [Laughter from the Ministerial 
Benches.| 1 am sorry if my remarks are 
too long; but I have not yet oceupied 
more time, I think, than was very pro- 
perly and beeomingly occupied by the 
Mover and Seconder of the Amendment, 
or by the hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Solicitor General for Ireland, and I 
take it rather as a compliment if my 
argument is found to grate a little upon 
the minds of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
I am, moreover, anxious that we should 
make further progress towards the com- 

letion of the argument. Hon. Mem- 
mn need not be alarmed—I will not 
long delay the conclusion of my remarks. 
The point, then, that we have now 
reached is this—that there being this 
admission—that there are rents which 
are too high, and there being this en- 
gagement to afford relief in respect of 
such rents, the engagement amounts to 
this—that when the Commission, which 
is not yet fixed, has inquired, and has 
reported, when the Government have 
considered, when the draftsmen have, 
under their instructions, been able to 
frame their Bill, when they have intro- 
duced their Bill, and have induced Par- 
liament to pass it, then relief shall be 
afforded. Our contention is this, and I 
consider it to be irresistible, and not one 
word that has fallen from the Mover and 
Seconder of the Amendment—not one 
word that has fallen from the hon. and 
learned Gentleman in the slightest de- 
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gree touches this contention—that you 
haye laid down the steps ofa long and 
complicated operation, and, that, in the 
meantime, there exist. in the law, powers 
for inflicting the penalties of ‘the law 
upon a body of men with  , respect to 
whom you have yourselves, by,your own 
act, laid down that they are unable to 
pay their rente.: I say that! you cannot, 
in reason and. propriety, justify such a 


state of ee as that. If you 
have reeognized their inability—and you 


have recognized :it--—[ Cries of ‘‘ No, 
no!”’} Why, your Commission, of it- 
self; involves the acknowledgment of 
it. [Renewed cries of ‘\No!”] - Is it 
possible that. there are hon. Gentlemen 
on the other side, however new in their 
Parliamentary experience, who can 
dream for one moment that Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government can issue a Commis- 
sion to inquire whether the exceptional 
fall in prices has affected the payment 
of rents under the Act of 188i—that 
they can issuesuch aCommission, before 
they have made up their own minds that, 
in certain cases, the exceptional fall in 
prices has taken place. I say’ it would 
be a piece of monstrous injustice on the 
part of Parliament to allow the opera- 
tions of the law to go forward, and to 
allow men to be evicted from their hold- 
ings in Ireland on account of rent un- 
paid, not from want of will to pay, but 
from an absolute inability to pay, which 
you yourselves have admitted. [ Cries 
of “No!” ] Sir, with respect to the Bill 
before us, I deal with it simply as a 
measure proposed for second reading. 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cork has introduced into the Bill, in the 
first place, a reasonable Preamble. Had 
I had the framing of such a Preamble, 
I should not have used exactly the same 
terms as those which it contains ; but if 
the Bill reach the stage of Committee, 
of course it will be open to me or any 
other person to amend the Preamble so 
as to bring the Bill itself into more exact 
correspondence with our opinions. The 
hon. Member gives relief in this Bill to 
the class of leaseholders. I need not 
refer to the course taken by us in 1881, 
and since 1881, with respect to that 
elass. I have never committed myself 
to an interference with the rents paid 
under existing leaseholds. I should 
hold myself entirely open to consider 
what has been said, not by Gentlemen 
of the National Party, but by Gentlemen 
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sitting dn the opposite side of the House, 
and “including ‘among them the most 
valorous ‘and ‘determined of‘ them—I 
mean |the hon. and gallant Member for 
North Armagh (Colonel ' Saundetson)— 
who has ‘addressed to us the language 
of open ‘war more repeatedly and deter- 
minedly than any other Member of this 
House, and the = art remarkable 
assage near the closeof the speech of 
tae ‘hon. "Gentleman who a 0 the 
Amendment, and who indicated that, 
should inquiry appear to be warranted, 
he, for‘his part, was very much disposed 
to give to the leaseholders the advan- 
tages enjoyéd by other oceupiers in Ire- 
land. I will not go into the mode in 
which he described the moral and ethical 
character of this relief: It was, he said, 
that having committed one injustice, it 
was necessary to commit a second injus- 
tice, in order to avoid the committal of a 
taird? I will not endeavour to interpret 
the tirade of the hon. Gentleman; but I 
wish only to say that this is a subject in 
which, under such circumstances, I think 
every man will do well to reserve, with 
regard to it, his free discretion. With 
respect to the deposit of the rent, pro- 
posed by the hon. Member for Cork, I 
can perfectly well understand that if 
once we arrive at a conclusion that jus- 
tice requires that, in some shape or 
other, relief should be afforded to the 
tenants who you find to be in the cate- 
gory, which you yourselves have estab- 
lished, of incapacity to pey the judicial 
rents, a question, which I haveno doubt 
the hon. Member for Cork will be pre- 
pared to ¢onsider. with an open mind, 
may arise as to the nature of the relief. 
The first thing is, of course, that a tem- 
porary arrest of proceedings must take 
place, and that is the proposition which I 
put to every candid man onthe opposite 
side of the House, and to. those on this 
side who are supposed to be deeply 
pledged to support Her Majesty’s G 
vernment on the Irish Question, that it 
is impossible to say, admitting you have, 
in certain cases, a real ground of griev- 
ance, and that the tenants are unable to 
pay these rents, that there should be 
allowed ejectment proceedings, decrees 
of eviction, and that six months shall 
ga away. How can you say you will 
ave, within that period of six months, 
inquired, drawn your Bill, legislated 
on the subject, and be in a position 
to afford relief? It cannot be, Sir. 
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Temporary suspension of proceedin 

poms first, wad When I conceive thet 
an argument may fairly be made on 
the question whether you ought to sto 

your proceedings or go forward wit 

the hon. Member for Cork, and’ fix at 
once the amount of abatement to be 
made. I have no desire to misrepresent 
the hon. and learned Gentleman who 
has just eat down; but I understood him 
to say that if the thing were to be done 
it would be better that the temporary 
abatement should be settled at once, as 
that would be better in the interest of 
the landlord and in the interest of the 
tenant, than to leave that rather limited 
question open to be a subject of future 
litigation, after a new law had been 
passed. I own that that is my opinion, 
and I believe the hon. Member for Cork 
has exercised a sound judgment in pro- 
viding not for a permanent, but for a 
temporary, settlement of the judicial 
rent. Then comes another question— 
the question of the deposit. I appre- 
hend that this deposit, although we have 
not heard much about it, is not to be, 
in any sense, an abatement—that this 
deposit is not the essence of the Bill. 
Whether Parliament should exact a de- 
posit, and what its amount should be, 
whether it would be better to empower 
the Court to proceed to make rules on 
that subject, I conceive to be open ques- 
tions to be disposed of in Committee on 
the Bill. Ido not look upon them as 
any part of the controversy between 
landlord and tenant in this matter. I 
think that if it is felt and believed that 
the fixing of a deposit of this kind is 
equivalent to a dismissal and receipt in 
full for the rest of the rent, then the 
argument on that question ought to be 
carefully and impartially considered, 
and for my own part I wish to reserve 
full and entire freedom on the subject. 
That which I urge, and which not one 
word in this debate has yet been said to 
displace, or to confute, is this—that we 
cannot with justice, we cannot with de- 
cency, make and send forth to the world 
this admission—that there is in Ireland 
a class of persons who, in the belief 
of the Executive Government of this 
country, are unable to pay their judicial 
rents. [Cries of ‘No, no!” from the 
Ministerial Benches.| Now, Sir, I own I 
am astonished. What did Lord Salis- 
bury mean when he said that there were 
rents of this description—that the real 
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and. just rents would ‘fall! below the 
judicial rents, and that the difference 
must be made up out of the Public Ex- 
chequer ? 

Tae OHANCELLOR ortuz EXOCHE- 
QUER, (Lord Ranpoten CuvrcHii) 
(Paddington, 8.): He never said any- 
thing of the kind. 

Mra. W. E, GLADSTONE: We all 
know the noble Lord’s boldness in the 
matter of assertion—I am not aware 
that there are any limits to that bold- 
ness—[ Cries of ‘‘ Order!” }—but I am 
in the recollection of other Members of 
the House, and I must say that I see 
no ground to recede from what I have 
said. [ Cries of ‘‘Oh!” and ‘* Order!” 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
Quote the passage. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: It is un- 
necessary for me to quote. I have a 
perfect right to refer to Ministerial de- 
elarations—[An hon. Memper: Lord 
Salisbury did not say it }—and I believe 
it has never been contested until this 
moment, when its inconvenience begins 
to be felt. I maintain that I was per- 
fectly within my right, and that there 
was no justification for the presump- 
tuous demand which was made upon me. 
Therefore, if such a declaration were 
made as I assert to have been made— 
not that I heard it myself, but I have 
referred to all the ordinary sources of 
information which establish what are 
called facts of common notoriety—then 
I say that the cry of ‘‘ No!” which came 
from that quarter of the House is ap- 

licable to the declaration of Lord Salis- 

ury, and should have been addressed 
to those declarations which take their 
place as historical facts rather than to 
my reference to them. I have given no 
opinion upon the question of the Com- 
mission about to be issued by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. Both of my right 
hon. Friends near me (Sir William Har- 
court and Mr. John Morley), and Gentle- 
men in this quarter of the House, and 
I, myself, referred to the danger which 
we saw when we first heard of the Com- 
mission, of the enormous injustice of 
sanctioning, in the face of the world, 
the doctrine that there are rents which 
eannot be paid, and leaving the persons 
liable to those rents to be evicted from 
their houses, and lose the little property 
they retain in their holdings, while we 
are making inquiries and conducting the 
elaborate processes to which they may 
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i y lead. It is; Sir, beeause I be- 
eve in the necessity of relief of that 
kind that, while retaining to myself full 
liberty to eonsider the best/form of 
dealing with it. in Committee, I feel 
myself absolutely bound, in honour and 
in justice, to vote for the second reading 
of this Bill, which I believe to be, irre- 
spective of questions of general policy, 
on which I do not now enter, an absolute 
and necessary consequence of that im- 
pase proceeding on the part of Her 

ajesty’s Government, whereby they 
have committed thomselves to proposi- 
tions of the deepest importance, and 
possibly involving the country in con- 
sequences the magnitude of which 
none of us are yet fully capable of esti- 
mating. 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tas HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Marruews, Birmingham, E.): The right 
hon. Gentleman who has just addressed 
the House prefaced his observations by 
saying that he was sorry to find that no 
agreement on this subject had been come 
to between the two sides of the House. 
I think the right hon. Gentleman must 
have forgotten the language used by my 
noble Friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) in 
conceding a day to the hon. Member for 
Cork (Mr. Parnell) for the purpose of 
bringing this measure before the House. 
My noble Friend guarded himself most 
carefully against the conclusion and the 
suggestion upon which the right hon. 
Gentleman’s hopes were founded. He 
said that he trusted that no one, at 
any time, would suppose that in giving 
a day to the hon. Member for Oork 
for the discussion of the measure, the 
Government were intimating, in the 
slightest degree, agreement or conces+ 
sion. Nothing could be more distinct 
than the words of the Leader of the 
House, and, therefore, wher. the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite rose and said 
that he had hopes of an agreement, or 
of an approximation to an agreement, 
between the two sides of the House, his 
hopes must have been founded simply 
on general goodwill towards the Trea- 
sury Bench which led him to indulge 
in those ho The next topic on 
which the right hon. Gentleman inte- 
rested the Honse was a personal com- 
ment upon my two hon. Friends who 
moved and seconded the Amendment to 
the Bill. Said the right hon. Gentle- 
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man—‘*‘ Remember who has moved this 
Amendment; he is not an Irish agricul- 
turist."’ ; 

Ma. W. E. GLADSTONE: No; I 
did not say that. I said “not a Mem- 
ber for an agricultural constituency.” 

Mk. MATTHEWS: “He is not a 
Member for an agricultural constitu- 
ency.” [An bon. Memsper: An Irish 
agvieultural constitueney.}] Well, ‘an 
Irish agricultural constituency ;’’ but we 
are talking of nothing bat Ireland now. 
[An hon. Memser: What about Dun- 
garvan? and cries of ‘‘Order!”) The 
hon. Gentleman who moved this Amend- 
ment is a landlord in Ulster and Chair- 
man of the Cork Grand Jury, and yet 
he is not qualified, in the opinion of the 
right hon. Gentleman, to propose to the 
House an Amendment upon an Irish 
agricultural , pag One of the great 
objections to him is that he is a Member 
for an English borough. We, on this 
side of the House, can understand the 
views the right hon. Gentleman holds 
on the subject of the Union between 
England and Ireland; but we, on our 
side, regard the hon. Member for 
Cambridge (Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald) as 
being as fully qualified and as fully en- 
titled to deal with Irish agricultural 
questions as any hon. Member here. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman said 
that the Amendment was not moved by 
any county Member, and attributed it 
to lukewarmedness or hesitation of opi- 
nion among the county Members on this 
side of the House. But is it a county 
Member who has moved the second 
reading of this Bill? The right hon. 
Gentleman has challenged any Irish 
county Member on this side to get up 
and state whether he approves of.the 
Bill or not. Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man seriously think or suppose that the 
Irish landlords weleome a measure by 
which half their rents—which are none 
too high at present—are to be taken 
from them? There is a silence which 
is specially eloquent; but I have no 
doubt there are a number of Members 
on this side of the House who will 
gratify the right hon. Gentleman, and 
inform him of the opinion entertained 
by Irish county Maher: as to the Bill 
of thie hon. Member for Cork. Turning 
to the subject of judicial rents, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that he re- 
cognized no general sacredness in judi- 
cial rent. 
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Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: I beg the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman's 
pardon. I said no general sacredness 
beyond other rent. 

MATTHEWS: TI accept the 
correction of the right hon. Gentleman; 
but I took down the words at the time 
they were uttered, and I thought I had 
done so accurately. If by general sacred- 
ness beyond other rents the right hon. 
Gentleman means that the Legislature 
has not given landlords any pledge that 
judicial rents shall be paid with greater 
regulurity than other rents, of course we 
all agree with him. But he will not 
deny that, by his measure of 1881, some 
pledge and some undertaking was given 
by Parliament to the Irish landlords 
with regard to their rents. And this is 
the pledge that was given and the un- 
dertaking that was made—that, once 
fixed, the judicial rents should not be 
interfered with by authority. Do not 
let it be supposed that I am criticizing 
the measure of 1881. I am merely 
stating what it is, and the arguments 
by which it was defended and justified. 
I am assuming that the arguments were 
well-founded. Well, it was said—‘‘ We 
will no longer leave you under the 
ordinary law of supply and demand ; 
we will not leave you to exercise the 
freedom of contract which all other per- 
sons enjoy ; we will take from you Irish 
landlords the right to settle your own 
rents with your own tenants, and we 
will do that for the reasons and upon 
the plea that one party to the contract 
—the tenant—is not free and is not upon 
fair and equal terms with you—the land- 
lord—and, therefore, for freedom of con- 
tract, we will substitute official valua- 
tion ; we will choose the wise and perfect 
just man, who will fix the fair and 
reasonable amount of the rent to be 
paid. That is taking from you land. 
lords one-half of the rights you possess 
and the privileges you enjoy; but, in 
exchange for that, we say, in the terms 
of an Act of Parliament, that for 15 
years there shall be no interference with 
judicial rents; and we also say, in the 
terms of that Act, that if the statutory 
rent is not paid, you shall recover pos- 
session of your land.” These things 


are said in plain and undisputable terms 
in the Act itself, and I am certain that 
the right hon. Gentleman himself will 
not assert that that does not constitute 
a Parliamentary pledge to those who 
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have founded just and reasonable ex- 
pectations upon them.” Therefore, al- 
though it may be true that judicial 
rents have no greater sacredness than 
other rents, they have this sacredness— 
that the Legislature has pledged itself 
for 15 years not to interfere by authority 
with the rents which it has fixed itself— 
not upon the plea of bungling and mis- 
take of its agents, not upon the plea that 
those agents were noodles instead of wise 
men, and not upon the plea that they did 
not notice that which every bodywasthink- 
ing of—namely, that the increasing im- 
portations from America would lead to 
a fall in prices. The Act was framed 
and brought in by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman himself, and a pledge was given 
to the Irish landlords that they should 
be undisturbed by any public authority 
for 15 years; that ‘their judicial rents 
should remain; and that if there was 
any default of payment, the tenant 
should be dispossessed of the land he 
held. I am far from saying that itis not 
within the competence of Parliament to 
alter pledges of that kind, in case the 
circumstances should alter. Of course, 
it can—-that is a mere truism in polities 
—but it is not in the power of Parlia- 
liament or of its Leaders, to deny that 
the pledge was given. ' If you take it 
back, takeit away openly and manfully, if 
the circumstances are such that you are 
obliged to break your pledge. I do not 
say that even that would be within the 
competence of Parliament—certainly it 
would not be within the competence of 
an honest Parliament desiring to act 
fairly to all parties. The right hon. 
Gentleman finds no particular or gene- 
ral sacredness in the specific and clear 
words .of an Act of Parliament; but, 
strange to say, the instant he comes to 
the language of a Commission, it is per- 
fectly astonishing what inferences he 
draws from it. The right hon. Gentle- 
man finds in that language assertions, 
romises, imperative grounds for voting 
or the second reading of this, Bill, and 
obligations and consequences of the most 
alarming character. One assertion the 
right hon.Gentleman made which,I think, 
on reflection, he will not. consider to be 
aceurate, He said thefirst time that any- 
body discussed the inability of the Irish 
judicial tenants to pay. their rents was 
when the Government issued their Qom- 
mission, I think that must have been 
a slip of memory or a slip'of the tongue 
Mr. Matthews 
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on the partof the right hon. Gentleman. 
I will not treat him as he has treated Lord 
Salisbury; and refuse to quote. I will 
quote the words that he ‘used on the 


19th of August— 

“We know the opinion that prevails ia Ire- 
land—that of, ‘at all events, a large portion of 
the community, in consequences of the changes 
in agricul values—that there is a difficulty 
in maintaining the judicial rents,”"—(3 Hansard, 
[308] 112.) 

Mr. W. E. Grapstone: Hear, hear!] 

hese are the words of the right hon. 
Gentleman, uttered before the Reference 
to this Commission was published. From 
that little mustard seed, judiciously 
sprinkled amongst the hon. Members 
below the Gangway, has sprung up this 
tree which we see to-night. I think, 
therefore, the right hon. Gentleman will, 
upon consideration, retract the statement 
that it was the Reference to the Govern- 
ment Commission that first started the 
idea of the inability of the Irish tenants 
to pay the judicial rents. The right hon. 
Gentleman is a master of interpretation 
and of all distinctions of language, and 
he says that the language of the Refer- 
ence to the Commission contains an ad- 
mission, and, in fact, an assertion that 
judicial rents cannot be paid. [Mr. 
W. .E. Guanstrone: Some rents;] Some 
rents! . Well, one can never hope to 
quote the right hon. Gentleman cor- 
rectly. [Mr. W. E. Grapsrone : Never. ] 
Some rents cannot be paid! It is a 
most extraordinary thing that the word 
‘‘rent’’ is not mentioned from one end 
of the Reference to the other; “ rent,’’ 
which it is said we have solemnly and 
conclusively admitted cannot be paid, 
does not occur in the Reference to the 
Commission. It may startle and sur- 
prise right hon, Gentlemen opposite, 
and I have no doubt it will startle and 
surprise the House, to hear that'the Go- 
vernment framed the Refereace to this 
Commission in a fair and impartial spirit, 
wishing not to shut enter A laugh from 
Sir Witt14M Haroovrr. } That statement 
seems to amuse the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Derby as if it were too 
laughable to be believed.in. :The Go- 
vernment indicate no) opinion! in this 
Reference. Do let the House listen to 
the words of the Reference—*‘ The Com- 
missioners will be appointed to inquire 
to. what extent, if any’’—this is the 
solemn. admission—‘‘to what extent; if 
any, and in what’ parts’ of Ireland; the 
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operation of the Land Act of: 1881’ 
has the right hon. Gentleman’s vision 
become so faulty that he:does not see a 
wide: distinction between these words 
and the words “ payment, of. rent?” 
[ Cries of ‘‘Go.on!”] I am.going on— 
* the operation of the Land Act of 1881 
is affected either by a combination to re- 
sist the enforcement of legal obligations 
or by an exceptional -fall in prices.” 
That is all “pen this point. Well, now, 
I say again I am not such a master of 
interpretation asthe right hon. Gentle- 
man; but, looking at these words as a 
plain, simple man, it seems to me that 
they indicate two possible causes for an 
alleged, but not an asserted, modifica- 
tion of the Land Act. The operation of 
the Land Act of 1881 is said to be 
affected in two ways—by a combination 
to resist the enforcement of legal obliga- 
tions, or by an exceptional fall in prices. 
But the fall in selebe is not here first 
asserted by us ho first asserted an 
exceptional fall in prices? As I have 
shown, the right hon. Gentleman. 

Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE: That is 
a totally erroneous representation. I 
most. distinetly stated in that speech 
that I did not express any opinion for 
myself. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am drawing 
the right hon. Gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that he gave expression to, or 
repeated in this House, the opinion 
that prevailed in Ireland, or, at all 
events, amongst a large portion of the 
community, that in consequence of the 
changes in agricultural values there is 
a difficulty in obtaining rent. It is quite 
true that the right hon. Gentleman, with 
that singular caution which he has ob- 
served to-night in not committing him- 
self to the opinion of the hon. Member 
for Cork, any more than he has com- 
mitted himself to the bare skeleton of 
the hon. Member’s Bill, went on to 
say— 

“TI am not qualified to give an opinion on 
that subject for myself, and I give no opinion.” 
—(3 Hansard, {308} 112.) 

But I should like to know what the 
right hon. Gentleman and hon. Mem- 
bers below the Gangway would have 
said if the Government, in issuing their 
Commission of Inquiry, had suppressed 
all inquiry into the alleged causes which 
have, in the opinion of some hon. Mem- 
bers, affected the operation of the Land 
Act of 1881? If we had shut that out 
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from: the oimquity of ‘the’ Commission, 
surely we should: have been charged, 
and justly charged, with: partiality.) In 
the Referencs ‘we do, what any impartial 
and eny'fair-menm are open: to do, we 
suggest that two possible causes are 
operating detrimentally upon the Land 
Act of 1881.: -Surely,'by the suggestion 
of those't wo causes, we do! not indicate'a 
preference for the one rather than for 
the’ other.» Well, the right hom: Gen- 
tleman said that the Reference to the 
Commission contain both an assertion 
and a promise; that they contain im- 
perative grounds for voting for this Bill ; 
that they contain an actual admission 
that rents cannot be paid. [Mr. W. BE. 
Grapstone: Some rents.) Does that 
really alter the character of my argu- 
ment?) (Mr. W. E. Grapsrone: Yes. ]} 
I am complaining of a strained and un- 
due interpretation given to the language 
of this Reference. I say the Reference 
contains no admission that rents are too 
high ; it contains no admission that any 
rents are too high; and it is equally un- 
true that it admits that some rents are 
too high. There is no difference in the 
world between the two. There is no 
such admission to be fairly found within 
the four corners of the Reference to the 
Commission. There is no declaration 
that rents are too high, or that any rents 
are too high, or that some rents are too 
high; and I challenge anyone to put his 
finger on words in the Reference that 
are susceptible of that meaning. The 
right hon. Gentleman says—‘‘ You have 
admitted that Irish tenants cannot pay 
the judicial rents, and, therefore, you 
are bound to legislate at once, before 
the Commission has made their Report, 
before they have told you what you de- 
sire to learn—namely, whether or not 
there has been, to any extent, and what 
extent, if any, any affection of the ope- 
ration of the Land Act of 1881 by an 
exceptional fall in the price of produce.” 
That is the doctrine of the right hon. 
Gentleman; but is that the doctrine 
which he has followed himself? I should 
like to draw the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention to this—He has preached to 
us to-night, that by these, as I say, per- 
fectly unambiguous and innocuous terms, 
we have made an admission, an asser- 
tion, and a promise so strong and so 
binding, that we are bound to proceed 
instantly with legislation upon the Bill 
of the hon. Member for Cork, without 
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waiting for that inquiry which, I sup- 
it appears we desire to have made 

y the Oommission that we have ap- 
pointed. But does the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s practice agree with his theory 
of to-night? He issued a Commission 
to inquire into the condition of the 
crofters. That Commission reported, 
and four years elapsed before the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to legislate. 
Was there an assertion; was there a 
promise, in the appointment of the 
Crofters’ Commission? If so, how 
singularly did the right hon. Gentle- 
man disregard them. And I am re- 
minded that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Derby, after the asser- 
tion, the admission, the promise contained 
in the appointment of the Crofters’ Com- 
mission, met the unhappy crofters with 
artillery. There was no legislation by 
way of relief; there was no staying of 
proceedings; there was no letting the 
crofters off on payment into Court of a 
trifle; no, as I say, the right hon. Gen- 
tleman (Sir William Harcourt) met the 
complaints and remonstrances of the 
crofters with artillery, and for four years 
no legislation took place. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, I have now gone through all 
the arguments the right hon. Gentleman 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone) addressed to 
the House. His arguments, in reality, 
amounted to one, and one only—*‘ The 
Government have issued this Commis- 
sion ; Lord Salisbury has used language 
in the House of Lords which 1 will not 
quote; and, in consequence, I am bound 
in conscience to vote tor this Bill.” But 
does the right hon. Gentleman approve 
of this Bill? Why, no; not of asingle 
clause of it. The Preamble is not right ; 
and if the right hon. Gentleman had had 
the framing of it, he would have framed 
it in a totally different way; the clause 
as to leases is not right, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman is here when the Bill 
ever reaches Committee, that | clanse 
must be entirely modified. .|Mr. W. E. 
Guapstong: No.] I am very sorry if 
I have misrepresented the right bon. 
Gentleman. T listened to his language 
with the greatest attention I was ca- 
pable of paying to it, and I took down, 
as he spoke, what I thought was the sub- 
stance of it, and it did seem to me there 
was not a single provision of this Bill 
of which he approved. Lunderstood him 
to: say that the temporary staying of 
evictions was a matter open to argument. 


Mr. Matthews 
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Mr. W. E, GLADSTONE: I must 
apologize, Sir. I have never known an 
occasion in which there has been so 
much misrepresentation: I, said the 
temporary staying of proceedings was 
obviously and absolutely necessary. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: I am very glad 
to find that there is, then, one clause of 
which the right hon. Gentleman ap- 
proves; but the discretion given to 
the Court he decidedly said was open 
to question. In that I am sure I am 
not wrong. At any rate, I am justified 
in saying that neither the clauses nor the 
Preamble of this Bill met with the right 
hon. Gentleman’s absolute approval, and 
that certainly he has urged upon the 
House no argument or reason why any 
of us should vote for the second reading 
of this Bill, except this—that Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government have issued a Com- 
mission to inquire to what extent, if 
any, and in what parts of Ireland, the 
operation of the Land Act has been 
affected by the causes named. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, when a measure of this 
magnitude is supported by a right hon. 
Gentleman of such eminence as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian with such arguments, I 
am prepared to say that he gives but a 
lukewarm support to the Bill. Inas- 
much, therefore, as the right hon. Gen- 
tleman has not contributed much to the 
support of the Bill, I shall eertainly not 
detain the House at this hour (12.15) 
by many words in support of the 
Amendment now before the House. I 
should be glad to hear some answer 
the right hon. Gentleman has cer- 
tainly not given it—to the arguments 
which have fallen from my hon. and 
learned Friend the Solicitor General 
for Ireland (Mr. Gibson), who has, I 
submit to the House, demonstrated that 
this Bill is, in reality, an invitation to 
all Irish tenants to strike against rent, 
not by the means which have hitherto 
been adopted, but by the: legal and 
regular means projected by the clauses 
of this Bill. The Court have no dis- 
cretion to refuse a stay of proceed- 
ings; that must be given to a perfectly 
solvent’ tenant, a tenant who has’ got 
money in his pocket and stock on his 
farm, who has net: been affected - the 
least im the world by any fall in prices. 
[“Oh!”} We believe it is ¢o.' There 
is no restriction whatever in Clause 3. 
There is no condition except’ the pay- 
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ment into Court of half the rent due; ; thistime will get no rent. But that is 


upon that the Court shall stay proceed- | b 


ings. It is wholly unnecessary for the 
tenant to prove that he is insolvent— 


that he is unable to pay. He may be a 
perfectly solvent man; he may be un- 
affected, I repeat, by the fall in prices ; 
he may have had a judicial rent fixed 
for him that was perfectly fair; and he 
may have abundant means in his pos- 
session with which to pay all the rent 
due, yet, upon his application to the 
Court, the landlord is to be hung up for 
half the rent due up to the time the 
application was made, and for the whole 
of the rent subsequent to the arrest of 
proceedings in 1886, and for the whole 
of the year 1887, unless the application 
is disposed of before that time. 

Mr. PARNELL (Cork): The clause 
is similar to one in the Arrears Act. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: No; it is not 
quite similar to a clause in the Arrears 
Act. But I am just now drawing the 
attention of the House to the results of 
the Bill as it stands. Any tenant, how 
ever solyent, however well off, may get 
the advantage of the Bill by paying half 
the rent into Court. The hon. Member 
for Cork said, with a little inaccuracy, I 
think, that 200,000 applications were 
dispdsed of under'the Arrears Act in 
four’ months—I took down the hon. 
Members words—‘“inability to pay in 
200,000 cases was decided in four 
months.” 

Mr. PARNELL: I said approaching 
200,000. 

Mr. MATTHEWS: Approaching ! 
The real number is 125,000 cases from 
November, 1882, to 30th April, 1883. 
{Mr. Druton (Mayo, E.): 137,000.] If 
1 accept the correction, that shows a 
considerable difference ; that cannot be 
called about 200,000. If the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork regards the deposit in 
Court—whether it should be a half or 
three-quarters~in the same loose sense, 
I can understand the discrepancy in his 
statement. In the case of the Arrears 
Act, landlords were ready to consider 
two years’ arrears as a bad debt; but 
do you suppose that, inthis case, the 
Trish landlords will submit: without a 
struggle? The thousands of applica- 
tions that’ willbe made, if this: Bill is 
y assed into law, will take not months, 
but years to decide ; and whder the ‘stay 
of proceedings which the hon. Member 
proposes to give, the landlord during all 


y no means the greatest objection to 
the Bill. In the Bill, as it stands, the 
hon. Member professes to have followed 
the Arrears Act; but, as a matter of 
fact, he has introduced variations which 
are most material. Under the Arrears 
Act the tenant must be unable to pay 
“ without loss of his holding, or depre- 
ciation of the means necessary for the 
cultivation thereof.” Thé hon. Member 
for Cork has, in this Bill, added to 
that provision the words ‘‘or stocking 
thereof.”” He has, therefore, made the 
whole of the tenant’s capital exempt 
from any liability of rent. However 
large the capital may be, however pros- 
perous and complete the farm may be, 
all that is not to be taken into aceount 
in considering the ability of the tenant 
to pay his rent. When the Arrears Act 
was before the House, it was suggested, 
by way of amendment, that the value of 
the holding and the value of the stock 
belonging to the tenant—certainly the 
value of the holding—should be taken 
into account as a possible asset. The 
right hon. Gentleman pointed out very 
strongly that it was impossible to say 
that if a tenant owed, for instance, £50 
rent, and had got a holding worth £200, 
and had got stock worth £200 moré, 
these two assets were not to be taken into 
account in considering whether or not 
he was unable to pay his rent. The 
hon. Member for Cork, who has so often - 
quoted the Arrears Act, has left out of 

this Bill any clause of that sort. Neither 
the value of the holding nor the value 
of the stock is referred to in this Bill as 
a possible asset ; therefore, the conse- 
quence of this Bill is this—that if there 
be a tenant who has got a holding worth 
five or six times the amount of rent 
due; if he has got stock worth three or 
four times the amount owing; if he has 
got sufficient money in his possession to 
pay for labour upon bis farm during the 
year, and for the sustenance of himself 
and family—although he has gotall these, 
the landlord is to treat him as being un- 
-able to pay, and the Court is to treat him 
as being unable to pay, because he is not 
to be deprived of his holding, or to be 
déprived of the means necessary for 
the cultivation thereof. I venture to 
challenge altogether the propriety of 
the! reference td the Arrears Act. . Of 
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man the Member for Mid Lothian is re- 
sponsible, he will, I should think, look 
upon the Arrears Actias least worthy to 
be used asa precedent. Mr. Trevelyan, 
who was then Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, pointed out how exceptional a 
measure the Arrears Act was; how, to 
use his own words, ‘‘necessary it was to 
have exceptional methods to meet a great 
catastrophe.” What was it that the 
Arrears Act dealt with? With arrears 
of rent antecedent to the fixing of 
the judicial rents, and antecedent to 
1881. And what did the right hon. 
Gentleman do by his Bill? As already 
has been pointed out, he compeiled the 
tenant to pay one year’s rent, and he 
compelled the State to pay another year’s 
rent. Does the hon. Member for Cork 

ropose, in his Bill, that anything should 
be paid by the State? [*‘ No! “t I 
know he does not, and, therefore, I do 
not see how he can say he has followed 
the precedent of the Arrears Act. The 
Arrears Act was intended to settle bad 
debts, consisting of arrears of rent 
which, from the point of view of the 
framers of the Act, were rents that were 
certainly too high. The arrangement 
they made was that the tenant should 
pay one year, and the State another year. 
It. was argued that if there were more 
than two years arrears, it was not un- 
reasonable to consider that the debt was 
bad. Who does not know parfeetly well 
that in Ireland, arrears, if they are more 
than two years’ old, do pass into that 
branch of the ledger from which no com- 
mercial man expects to get anything? 
That was the scheme of the Arrears 
Act—to make a compromise in regard to 
what was practically a bad debt, con- 
sisting of admittedly excessive rents: 
The hon. Member for Cork proposes to 
deal with judicial rents, rents fixed in 
the interest of the tenant. These are 
the rents you are dealing with, and you 
propose to cut them down, not only io 
the present, but in the futare, without 
any compensation to the landlord with 
whom you have given a Parliamentary 
pledge that you would not touch the 
rents for 15 years. Sir, the analogy 
between the Arrears Act.and this Bill as 
@ false and:a hollow analogy. There is 
nothing id the character of the two 
transactions that is ‘really eqnivalant. 
What the Bill really dues is to suggest 
to the Court that it should eut the aénts 
down by oné-half. I am quite aware 


Mr. Matthews 
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the. hon. Member for Oork uses: the 
words “as may seem to them just and 
expedient.” I do not: know what the 
hon. Member means by these: words. 
If by just, be means just. to the land- 
lord as well as the tenant, I say justice 
to the landlord demands -you should ob- 
serve the Parliamentary pledges, or give 
him compensation. It is not just to the 
landlord to cut: down the rent whieh you 
said you would not interfere. with for 
15. years. I fear the justice the hon. 
Member for Cork means is a very. one- 
sided justice—justice from the tenant’s 
point of view. When the hon. Member 
speaks of what is expedient, I confess 
my alarm is intensified and heightened. 
I do not know whether he means ex- 
pedient, in order to stay the hand of the 
National League, or to stop: the mid- 
night errands of the Moonlighters. — If 
that is not the expediency, what other 
expediency can there be? What other 
expediency can there be outside. of jus- 
tice? And that is all the guide this Bill 
gives the Oourt to determine what re- 
duction shall be granted. I have looked, 
with some interest, at the language used 
by the hon. Member for Cork five years 
ago, to see what his opinions were at that 
time. Some of the words he spoke then 
ané 30 pertinent to the present: debate, 
that I may be allowed to quote them. 
In the debate.on the Land Bill of 1881, 
the hon. Member used these words— 
‘The Land League doctrine is that any at- 
tempt to reconcile the respective imterests' of 
the landlords and the tenants is impossible.”’ 
Furthermore, the hon. Member said+ 


“The members of the Land League do not 
think the, property of the. landlord has, yet 
touched bottom, and are of opinion that they 
should not be bought ont, until more is known 
of the change which American importations are 
likely to. produce.’”’—(3 Hansard, [261] 888,] 


Some hon. Members, therefore, did fore- 
see a fall in prices; but it was only those 
hon. Members, whose particular business 
it was to attend to a possible fall in prices, 
who did not foresee it. ‘The hon. Mem- 
ber goes on— HMO98": 1OT TENT 
“Bat the -hds undoubtedly .redém - 


mended compulsory, expropriation, tho not 
for all landlords.”—-(1bid.) ee 


I am sorry to say I have not. got the 
exact words of what followed; but the 
sense is this—that he desired that there 
should be power given to a Commission 


to expropriate ‘compitlsorily those land- 


lords who were ‘acting as centres of dis- 





ne ae ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee eee ee ee ee 


a | 








1073 Consolidated: Fund 
turbance. [ Cheers:from the Trish Benches. | 
I am glad that sentiment is cheered: 
That is all they recommended up to the 
present time, in the shape of ppc | 
expropriation. Sir, in these words 
find the key to this Bill. -It is another 
step, and a long step, in that machinery 
of compulsory expropriation which is to 
enable landlords to be bought out.at a 
price which the hon, Member for Cork 
thinks reasonable:: This Bill; L.submit, 
is not. a serious or statesmanlike pro- 
posal, intended to reconcile with fairness 
to both those interests of landlord and 
tenant which the’ hon. Member declares 
to be incapable of reconciliation. - It is 
a measure conceived in that spirit of 
class partizanship, together with class 
hatred, which is intended to result in the 
destruction of a class towards whom the 
hon. Member has displayed already so 
much dislike and hatred. When, in the 
course of this debate, an hon. Member 
on this side of the House spoke of this 
measure bringing landlords to the work- 
house, the statement was met with en- 
thusiastie and amiable cheers from the 
Benches below the Gangway opposite. 
Sir, that is the spirit in'which the hon. 
Member for Cork has framed und brought 
in this Bill, and it is on aveount of that 
spirit that the Bill will meet with the 
determined opposition of the Govern- 
ment, and, as 1 trust, with rejection by 
the House. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): Mr. Speaker, I beg to move the 
adjournment of the debate. 

Motion made, and Question, ‘ That 
the Debate be now adjourned,” —(Jfr. 
John Morley,)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate adjourned till To-morrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 
(Mr. Courtney, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Jackson.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


LAW, AND JUSTICE’ (IRELAND)—IM- 
_ .PRISONMENT OF FATHER FAHY... 
contol) PBSERYATIONBy 66 od biwouls 
Ms. DILLON (Mayo, E.)::: 1 should 
like to kuow. whether :the-Government 
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have any statement to make with 

to the. imprisonment of Father Fahy? 
That is a question which I ‘shall feel 
bound to raise on every stage of this Bill. 
Since we Jast detailed the case in the 
House, Father Fahy has succeeded in 
reaching the public ear from the prison 
in which he is now detained. He has 
been interviewed by the correspondent 
of a newspaper, and, in the course uf 
conversation, he gave his word that of 
the language attributed to him by Mr. 
Lewis he did not utter one single 
syllable. He said that no consideration 
on earth would induce him to give bail 
for a charge of which he was absolutely 
innocent, and that he would remain in 
gaol as long as the Government chose to 
hold him there, rather than sacrifice his 
character and standing in the country by 
giving bail, and thereby admitting the 
charge levelled against him. In ‘this 
interview, he declared that, so far from 
him intimidating Mr. Lewis or using to 
Mr. Lewis the language attributed to 
him; Mr. Lewis: invited him into’ his 
house; that they there discussed the 
question of the tenants whom Mr. Lewis 
was about to evict ; that Mr. Lewis at- 
tacked him in the most vile and virulent 


language,ordering him toleavethe house, 


and thatany threats which wereused were 
used by Mr. Lewis,:and: not by himself. 
Now, without further delay, I wish :to 
ask the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Holmes), whether he will: recon- 
sider this case, whether he has read the 
statement of Father Fahy, and whether 
he has taken any trouble to learn on 
what ground the representative of the 
Crown took upon himself to assume that 
Mr. Lewis was telling the truth, and 
that Father Fahy was telling a false- 
hood; and what the Government pro- 
pose to do under the circumstances? 
Tus ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hoxmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): I: think the: discussion which 
took place ‘two or threo nights ago\in 
reference. to this question ought to be 
sufficient ‘to satisfy those who ap 
the consideration of the matter, with 
anything like fairness.and impartiality, 
that: the law ought to be carried: out im 
this ease. It was:not the dutyof the 
representative of the Crown to come toa 
cenclusion as to whether the statement 
of Mr. Lewis was trus or not+that was 
the duty of the judicial: tribunal before 
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whom the case was brought. As in 
every other case, where evidence is given 
on oath before a tribunal, that tribunal 
must, before passing judgment, decide 
whether the evidence is true or false; in 
this case, the Bench of Magistrates be- 
fore whom the case was brought must 
have decided, and did decide, before the 
passing of judgment, that Mr. Lewis's 
evidence was true, and that it must be 
acted upon. It would be wholly im- 

ssible for the justice of this country to 
be carried on, and the law to be admi- 
nistered, if, when the matter has been 
investigated before a proper tribunal, it 
has to be re-opened because the defend- 
ant denies the charge. In this case the 
magistrates acted in the ordinary way. 
Similar orders to that made upon Father 
Fahy are made week after week and at 
Petty Sessions after Petty Sessions in 
Ireland, and the Irish Government see 
no reason why they should depart from 
the rule in sueh cases, and which they 
are determined to act upon in this case, 
although the defendant happens to be a 
priest. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I am rather surprised at the 
answer the right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman (Mr. Holmes) has given to the 

uestion of my hon. Friend (Mr. 

illon). Sinee the right hon. and 
learned Attorney General dealt with 
this case before, a good deal of addi- 
tional evidence has come before us in 
regard to it. I sawin the papers to-day 
a report that the new Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland (the Marquess of London- 
derry) was about to signalize his advent 
into Office by ordering the immediate 
release of Father Fahy. — [Laughter. | 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
(Mr. Holmes) laughs. I laughed when 
I read the announcement, because I was 
pleased to find that one of the many 
promises made respecting the advent of 
the Lord Lieutenant was to be fulfilled. 
T appeal to the right hon. ‘and learned 
Gentleman to interfere in’ this matter ; 
and I will tell you why I think he is 
called upon to interfere. The: right 
hon. and learned Gentleman has given 
an entirely incorrect statement of the 
case. I maintain that all that has taken 
mre goes to prove that the Justices 

isbelieved the story of Mr. Lewis.': The 
story of Mr. Lewis was that he was 
threatened with murder by Father Fahy, 





and with murder in the most outrageous 


Mr. Holmes 
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Lewis that Father Fahy told him his 
house, which had been blown up with 
dynamite before, whether by himself or 
someone else was never clearly shown, 
would be blown up again, and that he 
and his family would be murdered. I 
maintain that that statement was dis- 
believed by the magistrates. The pre- 
siding magistrate—the representative of 
the Orown, the stipendiary magistrate— 
gave itas his judgment that a proper 
termination of the case was a reconcilia- 
tion of the parties. It is an insult tothe 
intelligence of Colonel Waring to suppose 
that, had he believed Mr. Lewis had been 
threatened with murder by Father Fahy, 
he would have recommended Mr. Lewis 
to shake hands with Father Fahy. 
The right hon. and learned Attorney 
General for Ireland showed considerable 
courage, I think, in standing up and de- 
claring, in the face of all the facts, that 
the Justices believed the story of Mr. 
Lewis. Does the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman attempt to deny that Father 
Fahy possesses in the district the cha- 
racter: not of a firebrand, but of a 
peacemaker? Does he deny that, on 
several previous occasions, im dis- 
putes between landlords and tenants, 
Father Fahy has acted as mediator 
between the two, and brought about 
reconciliation? Does the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman mean to tell us 
that, in the face of Father Faby’s 
solemn asseveration, made in Court, and 
repeated since, that he never used the 
threats attributed to him by Mr. Lewis, 
he disbelieves the statement ? There has 
been an interview held since then with 
Father Fahy, during which the rev. 
gentleman again denies having used 
the threats. Will the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach) say he still thinks Father 
Fahy used these threats? ‘Why is the 
Crown called upon to interfere in this 
matter? The Crown is called upon to 
interfere, beeause Father Fahy’s im- 
prisonment is the action of the Crown. 
Why do I say that? The right ‘hon. 
and learned Gentleman calculates upon 
the ignorance of the House on all thitigs 
Trish, when he stands up and says that 
the action of the Justices is to be taken 
as a local act, and that no official of ‘the 
Crown éan interfere with! it.. Why had 
not the right lion. and learned Gentle- 
man the candvur to tell-us that Father 
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Fahy was sent to prison in spite of the 
— of the presid ing cre a 
only in uence of the ure 0: 
the Grown Svlicitor acting ‘mpi the 
Bench? It is nothing less than shame- 
ful that cases should brought before 
us in this way—with a deliberate shut- 
ting out from view of the most important 
facts. Colonel Waring recommended 
that Father Fahy should be sent. back 
to his parishioners; but the Orown 
Solicitor pressed for a verdict against 
the reverend gentleman, and his state- 
ment, acting upon a partial Bench of 
Magistrates, succeeded in getting Father 
Fahy sent to prison. It is nothing less 
than a matter of shame and disgrace 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland does not interfere 
in this case and order the release of 
Father Fahy, looking at the high cha- 
racter that gentleman bears, and to the 
extraordinary circumstances of his con- 
viction. 

Sm JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Mona- 
ghan, 8.): lf we are to believe the 
statement of Mr. Lewis regarding 
Father Fahy, that gentleman should not 
have been ordered to find bail, or sent 
to prison for not finding bail for the 
offence he is alleged to have committed ; 
but, for such a grave misbehaviour, 
should at once have been sentenced to 
imprisonment. The presiding magis- 
trate, on the occasion of Father Fahy’s 
committal, held the opinion which every 
sensible man must hold who surveys 
the surrounding circumstances, and reads 
over the evidence which was pubiished, 
that there was no serious offence of any 
kind committed by anyone, unless it 
could possibly have been by Mr. Lewis 
in turning a priest from his house in 
such an ungentlemanly way, and doing 
his best to irritate him. The case stands 
in this position now—the reverend gen- 
tleman is committed to prison until he 
finds bail. Well, I think it is within 
the competence of the right hon. Baro- 
net the Chief Secretary of Ireland to 
review that final finding, and to direct 
that Father Fahy be at unee discharged 


from prison. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Ferma: 
nagh, N.): The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Attorney General for Ire- 
land (Mr. Holmes) said, in reply to the 
hon. Member for East Mayo (Mr. Dil- 
lon), that this case should be dealt with 
as ordinary cases are dealt with, atcord- 
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ing to English law. I do not think the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman can 
— to a ease where any person, much 
ess a priest, has been imprisoned for six 
months because he refused to give bail 
to be of good behaviour, where there 
was not some proof or some strong 
evidence that the charge against him 
was true. In most of the cases in Ire- 
Jand where people have been sent to 
prison for refusing to give bail, there 
has been some evidence to show that 
these people have misbehaved them- 
selves in some way. There haye been 
witnesses to prove it; but, in the case 
of Father Fahy, there is no evidence, 
and there are no witnesses at all. A 
conversation took place between Father 
Fahy and a landlord—a discussion took 
place between them ; and this landlord 
came out with this most unlikely story 
—that this priest had threatened to 
murder him, and to blow up his house. 
Now, Sir, on that false statement of this 
landlord, Father Fahy was sent to 
prison. I venture to say that a grosser 
and more infamous miscarriage of jus- 
tice has never occurred, even in the 
annals of English rule in Ireland; and 
all we can say is, that the right hon. 
Gentleman must know very well that if 
the object of the Government be to pro- 
mote peace and to sustain law and 
order in Ireland, that they cannot by 
any means go in that direction, when 
they imprison a popular priest, without 
evidence and without any witnesses to 
bear testimony to his alleged misbe- 
haviour; and I am bound to say my- 
self, if I were asked what would be 
more likely to disturb the peace of the 
country, to exasperate the people, and 
to drive them outside the law, I should 
undoubtedly say—‘‘ The very best thing 
you can do to disturb the peace and to 
drive the people into law-breaking is 
to take and imprison, without evi- 
dence, men who are popular and es- 
teemed by the people, more especi- 
ally priests who go. avowedly to the 
landlords for the purpose of bringing 
about reconciliation between them an 

their tenantry.”” I would ask the House 
to bear im mind—as against the state- 
ment of the landlord; Mr. Lewis, that 
this priest had threatened to murder 
him and bldw up his house—thet the 
rey. ntleman has declared, most 
solemnly, that he never used any such 


language; or applied any such threat, 
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and that he is determined .,to remain, in 
prison, because to give bail would be. to 
acknowledge that he threatened to mur. 
der, and, to use his own words, it woul 
be *‘to sacrifice. the truth.” I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland whether the Government in- 
tend to keep this gentleman in prison, 
and whether they intend.to let it, go forth 
in Ireland that the mere word of a 
landlord is sufficient to cause the arrest 
and imprisonment of anyone? Why, 
during the reign of Mr. Forster in Ire- 
land, in 1881, people were imprisoned 
without trial and without evidence of 
any kind being brought against them. 
Do you want to resort to that kind of 
thing again? If you do, I think you 
are going well to work to show the 
people your determination upon that 
question, If you do not, wish to resort 
to that kind of thing, I say release this 
riest ; for, until you do release him, the 
Tistrict in which he has lived will be dis- 
turbed, because the people will be en- 
raged at the unjust imprisonment of this 
man who is popular amongst them ; and 
if you are determined to keep him in 
prison, as I have said before, you may 
make up your minds that the people 
will interpret your action into meaning 
what I believe it will have the effect of 
showing—namely, that. you are not 
averse to causing disturbances in Ire- 
land, and that you wish to provoke the 
people. I warn you solemnly to-night, 
that if this act of yours should proyoke 
the people you will have nobody to 
blame but yourselves, for it is an atro- 
cious thing, an infamous and a scan- 
dalous thing, to say that, on the strength 
of the word of a landlord who has not 
ot the respect of a dozen people in the 
Gistrict in which he lives, you can flin 
into prison a man who is respect 
throughout the whole country side, 
and whose calling and position and 
character render it absolutely unlikely 
that he would ever have used, or could 
have used, the infamous language attri- 
buted to him. I say the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland had better inform the House 
whether it is the distinct intention of the 
Government to keep Father Fahy in 
prison upon the word of Mr, Lewis 
alone, in view of the fact that since the 
last discussion took place in this House 
Father Fahy, from his prison cell, has most 
solemnly asserted that he never used the 


Mr. William Redmond 
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lpnerweg asteisviae to jhim, that he 
never ed Mr. Lewis with murder 
or violence, or, threatened, violence to his 


roperty, and after, Father , Fahy. has 
poe thathe. would seoner. stop..in 

rison_ all his life than give bail, because 

y giving bail he, would be, admitting 
that he, had threatened...Under these 
circumstances, I want to, know if the Go- 
yernment will reconsider their determi- 
nation, and will release this, priest ?, If 
you do not release him, you will be doing 
much towardsstrengthening in the minds 
of the Irish people the, opinion which 
they entertain, and I believe witha great 
deal of reason, that, so long; as their 
country is ruled by this House, and by 
officials who know nothing about them, 
and care less for them, they have very 
little justice to expect for themselves or 
their unfortunate countrymen, 

Sm EDWARD REED (Cardiff): In 
venturing to make a few remarks upon 
this subject, I hope the Government 
will not consider me actuated by any un- 
friendly spirit. I cannot help thinking 
that speeches such as we have last heard 
are likely to make it rather difficult to 
make any approach to concession in this 
case ; but I think it may, perhaps, have 
some little weight with them if I say I 
have followed this case very intimately, 
and,in entire independence, from the 
beginning, and am of opinion, most 
clearly, that it is a case which, if it had 
occurred in England, would receive the 
attention of the Government. The case 
arose under circumstances very likesome- 
thing of a personal altercation. It 
has taken an aggravated form, and I 
feel satisfied that if this priest persists 
in his avowed intention of remaining in 
prison, instead of consenting to give bail, 
that a painful feeling will spring up that 
he is not being treated with that consi- 
deration which would be aceorded to any 
person similarly situated in tis country. 
I say that as an expression of a personal 
view, formed without any feeling or bias 
on the question. And I venture to follow 
it up by expressing a hope that the Go- 
vernment will, at least, be able to go so 
far as to say that, looking at the semi- 
private character of the offence, and to 
the general course of affairs since the 
offence was committed, they will take 
the matter into further view, and will 
regard it with as much —— 
and.in as conciliatory a spirit as possible. 
I think the aoa a will feel that 
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any step taken in that direction at the 
invitation of an English Member will, 
at any rate, not'do any harm, and T feel 
quite sure that they will feel themselves 
freer to respond to an appeal'such as I 
have ventured to’ make than they do to 
those appeals which come to them from 
below the Gangway accompanied by 
threats. I would niake ‘an’ earnest 
appeal to them to take this matter into 
their careful consideration. 

Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Sir Mriewaet Hicxs-Beacr) 
(Bristol, W.): Tam at’ a loss to under- 
stand on what ground the hon. Member 
supposes that this matter is being dealt 
with in any way different to the manner 
in which English cases are dealt with. I 
cannot understand how anything could 
be done in England but this—a man 
is called upon to find bail ‘to keep the 
peace and be of good behaviour; he 
does not choose to find that bail, and, as 
a necessary consequence, he has to go 
to prison. I know we are charged by 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Tyrone (Mr: M. J. Kenny) and 
others with some extraordinary uncon- 
stitutional action in taking and keeping 
this priest in prison. But is this a case 
to be tried here? | Certainly hot; neither 
is it a case in’ which, so far as I know, 
it is my particular business’ to’ interfere. 
Even were it a case in whith Icould in- 
terfere, I certainly should not do ‘so on 
the grounds I have stated. The case 
has been tried where it ought to have 
been tried —that is to say, by the magis- 
trates of the district. On the evidence 
produced before them, the magistrates 
thought it right to bind the defendant 
over to keep the peace. The defendant 
failed "to find ‘sureties to keep’ the 
peace, and, therefore, he ‘had ‘to go to 
prison. We are told that Father Paly 
is a peacemaker. Well, if he is; why is 
he unwilling to be bound over to keep 
the peace? It seems to’ me that’ he 
would ‘have much ‘more ‘seopé' for ‘his 
efforts’ in the direction of peacemaking, 
if he were at liberty; than ‘he can’ have 
in his prison. The cireumstances ' are 
such that Father Fahy ean,’ at any’ mo- 
mént ‘he ‘pleases, release’ himself from 
gaol, and I ednnot, ‘therefore, under- 
stand what is meant ‘by bringing these 


charges’ of" tyranny ‘against Her Ma-’ 


jesty’s Government.) ~' 
Mr. JACOB BRIGHT (Manchester, 





S.W)) = It appears ‘to ‘me, from what I 
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have heard of this case, that there is a 
great deal of force in what the Jrish 
Members have alleged with regard to it. 
I had wished to rise before the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland addressed the House, but, un- 
fortunately, I was unable to do so; but 
there are two questions which I would 
wish now to put to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman. One of these questions is, 
whether Father Fahy has been con- 
demned on the accusation of Mr. Lewis 
without corroborative testimony? If 
that be so, so far as I can understand it, 
you have here two men of equal credi- 
bility, one making a charge against the 
other, unsupported by any other evi- 
dence; and it is impossible to attach 
greater weight to the allegation of one 
than to the denial of the other. The 
next question I would like to ask is this. 
Is it true that the stipendiary magis- 
trate, who one would naturally suppose 
was the most competent magistrate on 
the Bench, was quite opposed to. this 
mode of treating the case? Is it true 
that this stipendiary magistrate would, 
if the case had been solely in his hands, 
have settled it amicably, and certainly 
would! not have sent Father Fahy to 
prison, or required him to give bail? I 
shall be obliged if ‘some right hon. 
Gentleman on the Treasury Bench will 
answer mé these questions. 

Mr. DE LISLE (Leicestershire, Mid): 
I desire to make a few remarks on this 
subject of Father Fahy’s imprisonment. 
I would not have asked the indulgence 
of the House to speak on the matter, 
had it not been that two of the Irish 
Nationalist newspapers recently did me 
the honour to refer to me and speak of 
what theyconsidered—I do not knowhow 
they expressed it—the sympathy which 
I seemed to feel with the action which 
Her Majesty’s Government has thought 
fit to take on this occasion. I have very 
great pleasure in saying that it is with 
the utmost ‘satisfaction, as a Roman 
Catholi¢; that I have just heard the an- 
nouncement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
that he will not interfere with the due 
course of law. It is to mie a very great 
matter of regret, and sometimes of serious 
shame and confusion, to see’ what is 
called the Roman Catholic interest re- 

resented in the way it is in this House. 
‘would not go further into that ques- 
tion, ‘Sir. TI would simply throw out the 
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suggestion to hon. Gentlemen below the 
Gangway, that if they are in earnest in 
desiring the peace and welfare of their 
country, and the honour and the venera- 
tion which are due to their holy religion, 
they should use their influence with 
Father Fahy’s episcopal superior, and 
ask him to exert his influence with 
Father Fahy to get him to pay this 
money, and so ase himeelf. There 
would be nothing easier than for Father 
Fahy to pay the money, or, rather, give 
the bail, and come ovt of prison; but 
if he thinks he is performing his duty 
as a minister of the gospel of peace, 
for the sake of winning a little cheap 
popularity, to pose as a martyr amongst 
the deluded and ignorant peasants of 
Galway, then I am proud of the dis- 
tinction which my Protestant constitu- 
ency of Mid Leicestershire has conferred 
upon me in sending me here so that, as a 
Roman Catholic, I may protest against 
the action of this reverend gentleman, 
Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): The hon. Gentleman + 5 pore (Mr. 
De Lisle) must excuse me if I say I de- 
cline to accept him, particularly in view 
of a notable episode in his career, as an 
exponent of Catholic feeling. The hon. 
Gentleman would have been more dis- 
creet if he had not thrust himself upon 
the House as an exponent of Catholic 
views. I can tell him that what he calls 
the Roman Catholic interest in Great 
Britain would occupy, to-day, a very 
degrading and miserable position, if it 
were not for the action of Irish priests 
like Father Fahy. But I will not waste 
any further time upon the hon. Mem- 
ber. The Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) 
stated the position of the Government 
upon this question, and he said that the 
same case might easily occur in Eng- 
land. I ask if the same thing would 
oceur in England, if such a breach of 
faith had been committed towards aj; 
body of tenants as occurred in the case 
which led to the action of Father Fahy? 
Mr. Lewis’s tenants had been promised 
that the extreme powers of the law would 
not be enforced against them, but faith 
was broken with them. If the right 


hon. Gentleman had read the speech of 
the Resident Magistrate, which that 
gentleman delivered from the Bench, 
he would see that, upon the testimony 
of the Resident Magistrate himself, 
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and successfully interfered, as a peace- 
maker between two landlords and two 
bodies of tenants in the same district; 
Now, if in England a clergyman. had 
successfully acted in a time of “public 
crisis as peacemaker, would the Crown, 
or any of its agents, have been so ready 
to proceed against him as in this case ? 
Again, in England, would you allow 
a gentleman who was the agent of the 
landlord concerned to act as prosecutor ? 
I doubt it very much. Public opinion, 
in this country, would hold that such a 
man was not indifferent as between 
the interested persons; and the Crown 
would not contide its interest in the 
prosecution to a person whose connec- 
tions were such. In England, would 
you have applied a Statute aimed 
against vagabonds to a clergyman? 
[An hon. Mempzr: To such a clergy- 
man!] I hope the hon. Member is 
not another Roman Catholic. No, Sir, 
you would never have dreamt of apply- 
ing such a weapon against a clergyman, 
no matter what heated language he 
used. I doubt very much, indeed, whe- 
ther it would be used against a clergy- 
man who had been the means imme- 
diately before of effecting a peaceful 
settlement of the strained relations ex- 
isting between two landlords and two 
bodies of tenants. The right hon. and 
learned Attorney General for Ireland 
(Mr. Holmes) tried, in two minutes, to 
dispose of the case, by saying something 
that really had no connection with it. 
He said that, in this case, the sentence 
was the sentence of the Court, and not 
of the representative of the Crown. 
Were the Government not represented 
by the Crown Solicitor for the county? 
Did he not say, in open Court, he was 
acting upon instructions from the At- 
torney General for Ireland himself? 
Why, Sir, so far from being what I 
would call the voluntary and self-pro- 
ceeding sentence of the Court, this was 
a sentence passed against the disposi- 
tion and advice of the principal member 
of the Court, upon the repeated and in- 
creasing pressure of the representative 
of the Crown itself. The chief person- 
age in the Oourt, the Resident Magis- 
trate, a gentleman who by his conduct 
has entitled himself to the respect and 
high estimation of this House, said that 
if such an altercation had passed be- 
tween himself and another gentleman, 
he would have felt it to be his duty to 











Father Fahy had recently interfered, 
Ur. De Lisle 
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shake hands.end, forget the matter. 
Upon ; every iground,, :therefore—upon 
the ground of preceding circumstances ; 
upon the, ground | of the: public spirit 
and, exertions of Father, Fahy; upon 
the ground of the dual character of the 
Crown Prosecutor ; and upon the ground 
of the conflict of evidence which exists 
—I say we are entitled to ask that, the 
Prerogative. of the. Crown shallibe im- 
mediately, exercised in this case; and 
that this estimable clergyman, whose 
fault, if he has one, is an excessive zeal 
for the good of helpless and industrious 
people, shall be relieved from the. opera- 
tion of a Statute passed hundreds of 
years ago, and intended for rogues and 
vagabonds, 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, S.): As an 
Trish Catholic, I am glad that a line has 
been drawn between Irish and English 
Catholics.'/ The English Catholics have 
for many years been Catholics of repu- 
diation. Personally, I am glad the hon. 
Gentleman opposite (Mr. De Lisle) has 
given me an opportunity of disavowing 
his friendship. It was the Catholics 
of Ireland who brought about the eman- 
cipation of Gentlemen like the hon. 
Member (Mr. De Lisle), and gave them 
the political freedom they now possess. 
Now, what is the crime Father Fahy 
has committed? I would ask hon. Gen- 
tlemen, who are not Catholics, but who, 
in many cases, have consciences better 
than many English Catholics, what is 
it Father Fahy has done? What has 
been the aim of his life? It has been 
to serve his God—to help his flock and 
to serve his God. [4 /augh.] Yes; that 
is the aim of every priest in Ireland, 
and for doing that nobly and honestly 
Father Fahy. has been plunged into 
gaol. Father Fahy went as a mediator 
between Mr. Lewis and that gentle- 
man’s tenants. Having been a success- 
ful mediator before, he thought he 
might be the means of bringing peace 
and concord between these people. I 
submit that that was a legitimate object 
for any priest to take upon himself, 
and it was the object this priest set 
before himself. But Father Fahy found 
himself in the house of a tiger, in the 
house of one who is the legitimate suc- 
cessor of one who has persecuted tenants 
for years and years back, as far back 
as dismal 1847.. Mrs. Lewis, this 


cub’s mother, not only evieted the poor 
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tenants in that year of famine,.and 
desolation, but Sar the people were 
evicted, she —— 


» Ma. SPEAKER; The hon, Gentle. 
man’s remarks are not applicable:to the 
Appropriation. Bill. : 

Mn. SHEEHY: I wished, Mr, 
Speaker, to point out. what were the 

ips that these people had to sub- 
mit(to. Iwill not follow that line of 
argument at all, but point, out how 
elastic are the consciences of English 
Catholies.. I wish them joy of their 
elasticity of conscience, anit I only hope 
that Irish Catholic priests will never 
come to have that elasticity of conscience 
iat English Cathelics wish them to 

ave. 

Mr. W. A. MACDONALD (Queen’s 
County, Ossory): The hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Mid Leicestershire (Mr. 
De Lisle) has stated to the House that, 
as a Oatholic, he is very satisfied with 
the determination expressed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach). I can only say that, as a 
Protestant, I feel very dissatisfied with 
the decision of the right hon. Gentle- 
man; not only so, but I am very dis- 
satisfied with the line of argument 
which is adopted by the Chief Secretary. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
proceedings in this case were exactly 
such as they would have been if such a 
ease had happened in England. I think 
that this is an example of that want of 
observation which very often charac- 
terizes the right hon. Gentleman. I 
have lived in England for the last six 
years, and know, I think, the country 
pretty well. I know it sufficiently well 
to affirm that if an English clergyman— 
a clergyman of the Church of England 
—had been known to be persistently 
making peace in his parish between the 
rich and the poor; and if he had gone 
to the house of one of the rich men in 
the parish, and had asked him to deal 
gently with some of the poor men, and 
if, in the course of the altercation which 
followed, violent words had been used 
by the clergyman, there is not a body 
of magistrates in the country who would 
order him to find bail for his good be- 
haviour. This is not the way in which 
justice is administered in this country. 
Am I to be told that because the case 
happens in Ireland, and because the 
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minister of religion is not an magi 
Protestant cle an, but an Irish 
Catholic priest, there is to be a different 
method of proceeding? It is not be- 
cause the magistrates sent Father Fahy 
to gaol for refusing to give bail, but it 
is because we believe that the decision 
of the magistrates who tried the case 
was unjust, that we ask that this priest 
shall be released from gaol. is is 
just an instance, and I have observed 
several in the course of his period of 
Office, in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary conveniently 
misses the whole point of his opponent’s 
case. The argument of justice appears 
to be lost upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man; but does he not care at all about 
the argument of expediency? I pre- 
sume he wants to keep the peace in 
Ireland. I presume that he wishes 
that the Government of which he is a 
Member may really be able to have the 
credit of governing the country well 
and to the satisfaction of the people 
governed. But does he really suppose 
that the continued imprisonment of this 
priest, who is beloved by his people— 
as I believe the great majority of the 
priests of Ireland are beloved by their 
people—does he believe that the con- 
tinued imprisonment of Father Fahy 
will really promote the cause of law 
and order and good government in Ire- 
land? There are other considerations 
besides mere technicalities which ought 
to influence the right hon. Gentleman 
in this case. If he will only weigh, 
calmly and dispassionately, the reasons 
which have been advanced, and will re- 
member how when, on a former occa- 
sion, another priest—Father Sheehy— 
was imprisoned, the Government ulti- 
mately gave way and released him on 
account of the tremendous outcry that 
arose in the country, I think he will be 
slow to persist in the determination he 
has expressed in the House to-night. 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes 176; Noes 
66: Majority 110.—(Div. List, No. 44.) 

Bill committed for To-morrow. 


House adjourned at half after 
One o'clock. 


Mr. W. A. Macdonald 
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QUESTIONS. 
—o—— 

ARMY (AUXILIARY FORCES) — THE 
VOLUNTEERS—FINANCIAL CONDTI- 
TION OF REGIMENTS—THE CAPITA- 
TION GRANT. 

Mr. HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, If the particulars called for some 
menths ago from officers commanding 
regiments of Volunteers concerning their 
financial condition have, for the most 
part, been received ; whether, so far as 
such Reports have been examined, they 
disclose the inadequacy of the present 
Capitation Grant for the maintenance 
and development of the Force, and show 
that the officers and members are sub- 
jected to heavy expenses in thus serving 
their country; if any decision was arrived 
at or opinion recorded on the subject by 
the late Administration; and, if Her 
Majesty’s Government will endeavour, 
in due course, to submit such proposals 
to Parliament as may remedy or alleviate 
these grievances ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smirx) (Strand, Westminster): 
The replies from officers commanding 
Volunteer corps have, for the most part, 
been received; but I have not yet had 
time to examine them, with a view to 
the sufficiency, or otherwise, of the capi- 
tation grant for the due maintenance of 
the Force. No decision was arrived at, 
or opinion recorded, by the late Govern- 
ment. When I have considered the 
Reports which have been received I 
propose to take the earliest opportunity 
of proposing such measures as may ap- 
pear to me to be necessary for maintain- 
ing the full efficiency of an adequate 
Volunteer Force. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING — ELECTRIC 
COMMUNICATION BETWEEN LIGHT- 
SHIPS AND THE MAINLAND. 
Coroner KING-HARMAN (Kent, 

Isle of Thanet) asked the Secretary to 
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the 6, ote view 
of thes e en Sih ave 
taken, place at,.the Sunk Light; Her 
Majesty’s Government intend to estab- 
lish telephonic or any other electric com- 
munication between the lightships on 
the Goodwin Sands and the mainland ; 
whether it is true that it is im-contem- 
plation ito Yelay ‘the Ostend cable, which 
passes close to the Goodwin’ Sands, 
during the presént Afitimn; whether 
the Government, will take,advantage of 
this opportunity of effecting telephonic 
communication with the Goodwins, both 
with a view, to, economy, and with regard 
to the, advisability of completing such 
communication before the Winter sets 
in ; wheat steps) Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to.take with regard to elec- 
tric communication between, the light- 
ships and lighthouses round. the coasts 
of Great, Britain. and. Ireland, and the 
mainland ; and, if telegraphic or tele- 
phonic communication .will be soon 
established between the mainland and 
Tory Island? ... 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
Dz Worms) (Liverpool, East, Toxteth) . 
The Board of Trade are about to appoint 
a Committee to inquire into the whole 

uestion, of communication between 
ightships and the shore. The.hon. 
and gallant Member will, therefore, 
understand that I shall not be a posi- 
tion to make a statement on the subject 
until the Committee have made their 
Report. 


THE PARKS (METROPOLIS) — HYDE 
PARK—HOURS OF CLOSING—DIS- 
ORDERLY CHARACTERS. 

Mr. SHIRLEY (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Doncaster) asked the First Commis- 
sioner of Works, Whether, having re- 
gard to the disorderly characters who 
frequent Hyde Park at night, it would 
be desirable to close the gates regularly 
at 10 p.m, ? 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Piunket) (Dublin University): I have 
inquired into the matter, and I am satis- 
fied that much inconyenience would be 
caused by closing Hyde Park at 10 
o’clock instead of at midnight, as at 
present, while such a change would not 
get rid of the disorderly characters com- 
plained of by the hon. Member. There 
are, I am informed, fewer of that class 
about the Park ‘after 10 o’clock than 
before that hour. 
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dig WORKHODSE oo cneu orls oaiin 

Siz THOMAS ESMONDE, (Dublin 
Co., 8.) asked the, Chief Secretary; to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, If it is 
a fact that the Guardians of the. Rath- 
down Union refuse to; remedy the state 
of things caused by the defective, drain- 
age of the Rathdown Union workhouse, 
notwithstanding the repeated represen- 
tations of the ratepayers; if so, whether 
he will take steps. to compel the Guar- 
dians to take immediate and effective 
measures to put an end to this nuisance? 

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaet Hicxs-Beacu) (Bristol, W.): 
I do not think it can be fairly said that 
the Guardians of the Rathdown Union 
have refused to remedy the stute of 
things caused by the defective drainage 
of the Rathdown Union Workhouse, 
notwithstanding the repeated represen- 
tations of the ratepayers. I am informed 
that the question is surrounded with 
difficulties, which they are endeayour- 
ing to surmount, and a Committee of 
the Guardians is sifting with reference 
to them. 


HALL-MARKING—THE WATCH TRADE. 

Capratmn PENTON (Finsbury, Central) 
asked the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, Whether he will undertake, on 
behalf of Her Majesty’s Government, 
during the Recess, to consider the ques- 
tion of hall-marking, with a view, as 
soon as the state of public business will 
permit, to legislation of such a character 
as will remove the grievances from which 
the watch-case makers complain that 
they are suffering ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry 
De Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
I fear I am unable to give any under- 
taking to the hon. and gallant Member 
with regard to legislation on the sub- 
ject of hall-marking. All that I can at 
present say is that the question shall 
receive the consideration of the Board 
of Trade during the Recess. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)--SUB-POSTAL 
DISTRICT OF KILMURRY M‘MAHON, 
CO. CLARE. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Postmaster General, If he or his Prede- 
cessor received a Memorial from the sub- 
postal district of Kilmurry M‘Mahon, 
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1091) Regulation of 
county Clare, praying to have a 
delivery and collection. of letters ; , : 
if it has been yet granted; and, if not, 
can he state when it will be? 

Taz. VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNOIL (Sir Hengy, Hottanp) 
(Hampstead) (who, replied) said: The 
Postmaster General had given direc~ 
tions, before the Notice appeared on the 
Paper, for the establishment of a post 
office in the district referred to, and I 
am informed that it came into operation 
on Saturday last. 


DISPENSARIES (IRELAND) — ELY DIS-. 
PENSARY, DERRYGONNELLY, 00, 
FERMANAGH. 

Mr. JORDAN (Clare, W.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, ether he can state the 
number of apartments, including the 
hallway, in the building known as 
the Ely Dispensary, in Derrygonnelly, 
county Fermanagh; what apartments 
are let to the Board of Guardians of the 
Enniskillen Union; what are the terms 
of agreement of tenancy between the 
Board and the landlord, and the amount 
of rent; if there be any other tenants in 
' oecupation of part of said premises, the 
number of apartments let to them, the 
nature of tenancy, and amount of rent; 
and, if he will, as President of the 
Local Government Board, advise or 
suggest to the Enniskillen Board of 
Guardians the desirableness of consider- 
ing the propriety, under all the circum- 
stances, of either renting another house, 
or building, under the Acts for that pur- 
pose, a new co ge in that town ? 

Tue OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnatt Hroxs-Beacn) (Bristol, yh 
I have already, in reply to two previous 
Questions, given all the information in 
my possession on the subject. I can 
only repeat that for many years past 
part of the house was occupied as a dis- 

nsary, and the rent paid by the Guar- 

ians was £9 15s. a-year. I am unable 
to give particulars as to the terms of the 
occupancy of part of the house by other 
tenants, nor am I aware that I have any 
right to inquire. So long as the pre- 
mises provided for the dispensary for 
the Guardians are suitable for the pur- 
pose the Local Government Board can- 
not, [am advised, interfere, as suggested 
by the hon. Member. If the hon. Mem- 
ber has at his disposal any information 





to show that any public inconvenience 
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WAR DEPARTMENT+RETIRED 

OFFICERS IN COLONIAL EMPLOY»; 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
C6., ay the Secretary of Staté for’ 
War, If gentlemen’ who have ‘retired’ 
from Her Hjesty’s Military Service ard 
subjected to forfeiture of cm portion of 
retired pay, which they may have earned 
by past services as officers, upon their’ 
aeceptance of any employment whatever 
under the governments of self-governing 
Colonies ; if so, upon what principle is 
it considered that such action on the part 
of these gentlemen should render them 


ome 


rate 


liable to forfeiture of rewards for their 


past services in Imperial employment ? 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Surrm) (Strand, Westminster) : 
Under present Regulations an officer on 
the Retired List taking Colonial employ- 
ment is liable to a suspension or deduo- 
tion of a portion of his retired pay, if 
that retired pay has been earned in part 
by services under a Oolonial Govern- 
ment. These Regulations have been 
under the consideration of the War 
Office and the Treasury ; and I am glad 
to say that an alteration has been ap- 
roved which will remove any wok 
founded grievance in connection with 
them. The new Regulations will re- 

uire legislative sanction, and a Bill for 
this purpose will be brought in early 
next Session. 


REGULATION OF RAILWAYS ACT, 1873 
—THE GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 
AND THE THAMES AND SEVERN 
CANAL NAVIGATION. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY (Gloucestershire, 
Stroud) asked the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade, Whether the following facts, 
or any of them, have been represented 
to the Board of Trade—namely, that the 
Great Western Railway Company haye, 
by the acquisition of a large proportion 
of the shares in the Thames and Severn 
Canal Navigation, obtained controlofthat 
undertaking ; that the said Railway Com- 
pany have, by nominees acting as a Sub- 

mmittee of Directors, dismissed the 
principe! pee! and many ef a work- 

e and staff necessary for the main- 
nt te of the said Canal, have taken 
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papers of the Canal i iny, and rev’ 
moved the same to Paddington’ Station, 


have nominated one of their accountant 
clerks ‘as! ¢lerk to’ the Canal ‘Com- 
pany, aud have discontinued the eon- 
stant supply of water to the Canal, 
and thus Soh stopped the navigation 
thereon, these ings being in de- 
rogation of ‘ The Regulation of Rail- 
ways Act, 1873;” and, whether the Board 
of Trade propose to make full inquiry 
in respect to the facts alleged, and to 
institute such proceedings as may be 
advisable for preserving the undertaking 
of the Thames and Severn Canal Navi- 
gation in the public interest, free from 
Railway control, that Navigation being 
an essential link in the water communi- 
cation between the Rivers Thames and 
Severn ? 

Tue SEQORETARY (Baron Henry 
Dz Worms) (Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth): It appears to be true that the 
Great Western Railway Company have, 
by the acquisition of a large pro- 
portion of the shares in the Thames 
and Severn Canal Navigation, obtained 
control of that undertaking ; and it fur- 
ther appears that the Company have 
nominated a Sub-Committee for the ma- 
nagement of the Canal; but the Board 
of Trade have no official information 
with regard to the other statements in 
the hon. Member’s Question. The Board 
of Trade have for some time past had 
the matter under their consideration ; 
but, as at present advised, they are not 
in a position to institute proceedings at 
law. The matter will, however, receive 
careful consideration, with a view to 
further legislation on the subject. There 
is no objection to the Correspondence 
on the subject being laid before Parlia- 
ment if the hon. Member will move 
for it. 


ARMY (DISCIPLINE)—THE DEVON- 
SHIRE REGIMENT. 

Cotonet BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
8.W., Ince) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, Whether 
two soldiers of the Devonshire Regiment 
were apprehended by the county police 
at Topsham for being drunk and dis- 
orderly on Sunday the 2nd of May last, 
and were brought thence on the fol- 
lowing morning handcuffed together in 
uniform, and in that state marched 
through the streets of Exeter to the 
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pape and, whether he will for- 
id the continuance of the practice of 
handcuffing soldiers when in custody of 
the civil power, unless theré are reason- 
able grounds for pores an attempt to 
escape Or & rescue ' 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marrnews) (Birmingham, E.): I am 
informed by the Chief Constable of 
Devon that the facts are as stated in my 
hon. and gallant Friend’s Question, ex- 
cept that the men were not marched 
through the streets of Exeter, but only 
a distance of 260 paces from the railway 
to the police station. I have no power 
to issue any orders on the subject; but 
I agree that it is undesirable to handcuff 
prisoners, except where it is difficult to 
control them. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—COURT 
OF BANKRUPTCY—THE LATE OFFI- 
CIAL ASSIGNEE, MR. C. H. JAMES, 


Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.) asked 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, Whe- 
ther, in the annual Parliamentary Re- 
turns, directed by the statute 20 and 21 
Vict. c. 60, s. 68, and made by the late 
Official Assignee, the words ‘‘I certify 
this to be a true return” have been 
habitually omitted ; whether these words 
are contained in the Form (Schedule B.) 
prescribed by the statute; and, whether 
this alteration of the Act has been sanc- 
tioned by the Judge of the Court, and 
certified by the Chief Registrar ? 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr, Hotes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): I find that the words “I certify 
this to be a true Return,” in the form 

rescribed by the Act, have been omitted 
from the Parliamentary Returns for the 
year 1863, and probably from an earlier 
period. I am informed that this omis- 
sion was never sanctioned by the Judges, 
and probably arose from an error in the 
instructions originally given for the 
printing of the forms, which has been 
since overlooked. 


WAR DEPARTMENT—MARTELLO 
TOWER AT SEA POINT, DUBLIN BAY. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Dublin 
Co., 8.) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, If the Government will accept the 
offer for the martello tower at Sea Point, 
made in July last by the Blackrock Town 
Commissioners, in the event of the ten- 
ders now being called for by the Royal 
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Engineer Office, Dublin, not being held 
sufficient ? 

Taz SURVEYOR GENERAL or 
ORDNANCE (Mr. Nortxcore) (Exeter) 
(who replied) said: Offers for the con- 
struction of the Martello Tower at Sea 
Point are open to public competition, 
and tenders will be received. Until they 
are so received I cannot give a fuller 
answer to the Question. 


THE MAGISTRACY (IRELAND)—QUAR- 
TER SESSIONS AT TULLAMORE 
(KING’S CO,)—REMOVAL OF DOCU- 
MENTS. 

Dr. FOX (King’s OCo., Tullamore) 
asked Mr. Solicitor General for Ireland, 
Whether Mr. James Fagan, Clerk of 
the Peace for King’s County, in last 
March, removed all the papers and 
documents (except the records) con- 
nected with Quarter Sessions, from Tulla- 
more, where the Assizes are held, to 
Parsonstown ; whether such removal 
was contrary to law, as well as a serious 
inconvenience to the people of Tullamore 
and vicinity ; and, whether he will order 
the return of the said papers to Tulla- 
more, and the opening there of an office 
by the Clerk of the Peace as prescribed 
by law? 

Taz SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Grsson) (Liverpool, 
Walton): I am informed that the Clerk 
of the Peace, who has resided at Par- 
sonstown before and since his appoint- 
ment, has an office in Tullamore, at the 
Court House, where in his absence he is 
represented by a competent clerk. I 
am informed by Mr. Fagan that he has 
not removed all the papers and docu- 
ments (except the records) connected 
with Quarter Sessions from Tullamore 
to Parsonstown; but only such books as 
are used at Quarter Sessions and papers 
as may be convenient to keep in his own 

ssession for such part of his duties as 
he discharges personally. He states 
that no complaint of inconvenience has 
been made. I am communicating with 
him in relation to the matter. 


THE CHARITY COMMISSIONERS — RE- 
CONSTITUTION OF THE COM- 
MISSION. 


Mr. MACDONALD CAMERON 
Nod ick, &c.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
chequer, Whether Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment propose to alter the constitu- 
tion of the Body known as the Charity 
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Commissioners, by the infusion of Com- 

missioners representative of the rate- 

payers, with a view of dealing with 

t endowments like Christ’s Hospital, 

t. Paul’s School, Charterhouse, Eton, 
and other endowments ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or tus EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranypotpn CHURCHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): I have no reason to 
suppose that Her Majesty’s Government 
have any such intention as the hon. 
Member appears to wish that they should 
have in regard to the constitution of the 
Charity Commission. 


CITY OF LONDON PAROCHIAL CHARI- 
TIES ACT, 1883—REPORT OF 
’ COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, When the 
Commissioners appointed under ‘‘ The 
City of London Parochial Charities Act, 
1883,” are expected to make a Report 
or Statement ; and, whether he can state 
approximately the total amount of funds 
which will come under section 13 (b) 
and section 14 (c) of the Act, namely, so 
as to be applicable 

“to the promoting the education of the 
poorer inhabitants of the Metropolis, whether 
by means of exhibitions, or of technical in- 
struction, or of secondary education, or of art 
education, or of evening lectures,” 
or otherwise, as specified in the Clauses 
of the Act above referred to? 

Taz VICE PRESIDENT or rue 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hottanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: The 
Charity Commissioners expect to be in 
a position to make a first statement 
before the close of the year, and other 
statements—for which the materials are 
to a large extent prepared—will follow. 
Until the whole of the statements are 
prepared, and the Commissioners are in 
a position to consider the raquirements 
of the Metropolis in respect to the whole 
of the various purposes enumerated by 
the Act, the Commissioners cannot state 
the amount of the funds which will be 
applicable to educational purposes. 


POLICE (METROPOLIS)—THE WANDS- 
WORTH POLICE COURT. 


Mr. OCTAVIUS MORGAN (Batter- 
sea) asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether he has yet 
considered the Memorial of the Wands- 
worth Board of Works of 17th March 
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Inclosure of Hil 


last, asking that the Police Court now 
stationed at Wandsworth should be 
transferred to'a more central locality, 
and in closer proximity to Clapham 
Janction Railway Station ; that in fature 
the magistrate should hold his Court 
during the whole day instead of, as at 
present, for a half day, and then at an 
uneertain hour, which does not allow 
sufficient time for the proper administra- 
tion of justice ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Matruews) (Birmingham, E.): Yes, 
Sir; I have carefully considered this 
Memorial. The whole question of the 
sufficiency of the Police Courts estab- 
lishments in the Metropolis is under the 
consideration of the Government; and I 
trust that some means may be found of 
overcoming the financial difficulties with 
which this question is beset. 


COMMERCE AND AGRICULTURE—A 
SPECIAL CABINET DEPARTMENT. 


Cotonet HILL (Bristol, 8.) asked 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Whe- 
ther, in consideration of the importance 
of commerce and agriculture to the 
Country, and also of the following Reso- 
lutions of this House—namely, that 
passed in 1879 :— 

‘* That it is desirable that those functions of 
the Executive Government which especially 
relate to Commerce and Agriculture should be 
administered by a distinct Department, under 


the direction of a Principal Secre’ of State, 
who shall be a Member of the Cabinet ; ”’ 


and in 1881— 

‘*That the functions of the Executive Go- 
vernment which especially relate to Agricul- 
ture and Commerce should, as far as possible, 
be administered by a distinct Department, and 
be presided over by a responsible Minister of 
the Crown,” 

Her Majesty’s Government is prepared 
to take steps with a view to giving effect 
to these Resolutions ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or rot EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpvoten CuvurcuHi11) 
(Paddington, 8.): In reply to the hon. 
and gallant Member, I would remind 
him that a considerable step was taken 
in the direction indicated by these Reso- 
lutions in the change made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid 
Lothian (Mr. W. E. Gladstone) in the 
duties of the Office of Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster; and I cannot say 
that Her Majesty’s Government are pre- 
pared at the present moment to take any 
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step with a view to extend still further 
the operation of that change. ; 


TEACHERS PENSION (IRELAND) ACT— 
MRS. J. KELLY, MOUNTFIELD, CO. 
TYRONE, NATIONAL SCHOOL. 


Mz. M.J Bega PN date weg 7 bos 
the Secretary to the Treasury, If he will 
state the grounds on which the Commis- 
sioners of Education have declined to 
recommend Mrs. J. Kelly, late school- 
mistress of the Mountfield, county 
Tyrone, National School, for a gratuity 
under the Teachers Pension Act ? 

Toe OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micnart Hioxs - Beacu) (Bristol, W.) 
(who replied) said: I find that in this 
particular case Mrs. Kelly was refused a 
retiring pension, because her case does 
not come within the terms of the Teachers 
Pension Act. 


INCLOSURE OF HILL GROUNDS (SCOT- 
LAND) ACTS. 


Mr. MASON (Lanark, Mid) asked 
the Secretary for Scotland, Whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the Scotch Acts of 1661 and 1669, 
which provided for the inclosure of hill 
ground (for the encouragement of agri- 
culture and the plantation of trees) are 
now being used by certain landowners 
to compel neighbouring proprietors to 
bear half the expense of the inclosure 
of waste lands kept for wild animals; 
and, whether any steps will be taken to 
meet such an application of the Act ? 

Tae LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. J. H. 
A. Macponatp) (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrew’s Universities) (who replied) 
said: By the Act of 1661, where fencing 
is necessary for inclosing timber or 
arable ground in Scotland, and keeping 
cattle within bounds, such fences, where 
they divide one property from another, 
must be paid for by both proprietors. 
The Act of 1669 provides for the judicial 
adjustment of marches in such cases 
where a dividing fence or ditch cannot 
be satisfactorily made in exact accord- 
ance with the actual line which divides 
the properties. I am not aware whether 
there are cases in which at present the 
excellent provisions of those Acts are 
being used in the manner suggested in 
the Question. I am aware of one case 
of dispute in regard to fencing under the 
Act of 1661; but that case is at present 
being litigated in the Court of ion, 
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and it will be for the Judge to decide 
whether the Act applies or not. No 
abuse of the Acts can take place, as no 
proprietor can compel his neighbour to 
pay a share of the cost of fencing or 
straightening a march unless he can 
satisfy the Court that his demand is a 
just one under the Act. 





POST OFFICE (PARCEL POST)—OON- 
VEYANCE OF PARCELS TO 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) asked the Postmaster General, 
Whether he will inform the House why 
it is that an extra charge, amounting to 
more than 30 per cent, is made on par- 
cels for places in South Africa other 
than Capetown; while the rate for all 
places in other Colonies, except Canada, 
is a uniform one; and, whether he will 
inform the House as to the leading con- 
ditions as to rates in the contracts for 
the conveyance of els by Parcels 
Post to South Africa? 

Taz VICE PRESIDENT or rue 
COUNCIL (Sir Heyry Hotzanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: The 
Cape Town Post Office decided after 
careful consideration that, while willing 
that the postage for parcels for Cape 
Town itself should be at the rate of 1s. 
a-pound, circumstances would not admit 
of their agreeing to a lower rate than 
1s. 4d. a-pound in respect of parcels for 
all places other than Cape Town. In 
view of the advantage of securing a lower 
rate for the verylarge numberof parcels 
for Cape ‘Lown, it was considered that a 
departure from the ordinary course of 
fixing a uniform rate for the whole 
Colony was justified, The contract for 
the sea conveyance for parcels was made 
by the Cape Town Post Office, and the 
leading conditions of it cannot be 
stated. 


GENERAL GORDON—THE MEMORIAL 
STATUE FOR WELLINGTON 
PLACE. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) asked 
the First Commissioner of Works, What 
progress is being made with the statue 
of General Gordon, and in the execution 
of the suggested design for the decora- 
tion of Wellington Place ? 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Prunxer) (Dublin *University): I am 
glad to inform my‘hon. Friend that: Mr. 


Mr. J. 7. A. Macdonald 


{COMMONS} 








+ \Harbourd (Irelahd). “1100 


Hamo Thornycroft has made satisfac- 
tory with the statue of General 
Gordon. As to the decoration of Wel- 
lington Place, that is under the centrol 
of a Committee ided over by His 
a Highness the Prince of Wales; 
and I have no doubt that the work will 
be taken in hand so soon as the statue 
of the Duke of Wellington, which must 
form an important feature in any plan 
for the improvement of the place, is 
ready. 


EGYPT—THE ARMY OF OCCUPATION 
—THE TROOPS AT ASSOUAN. 


Mr. BUXTON (Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar) asked the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, Whether, in view of 
the collapse of hostile power in the 
Soudan, Military exigencies will now 
permit the withdrawal of the British 
troops stationed at Assouan to a position 
further North, thus putting an end to 
the heat mortality, and great sufferings 
which, as reported in the publi press, 
are entailed on the troops by the occu- 
pation of a point as far South as As- 
souan ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. W. H. Suir) (Strand, West- 
minster) (who replied) said: The latest 
intelligence received from the Military 
Authorities in Egypt conveys rumours 
of the assemblage of a considerable force 
at Dongola, and it is therefore, I fear, 
premature to speak of ‘‘ the collapse of 
hostile power in the Soudan ;’”’ but the 
General Commanding in Egypt has com- 
plete discretion as to the strength and 
composition of the force to be main- 
tained at Assouan. It has been already 
considerably reduced; and he will, I 
hope, be able to make still further re- 
ductions very shortly, I have already 
stated in the House that there is no ab- 
normal sickness at the present time 
among the troops stationed at Assouan. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS. (IRELAND)— 
THE PIERS AT BALTIMORE 
HARBODR, 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.) asked 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade, 
Whether the rocks between 'the Old and 
the New Pier at Baltimore are a serious 
obstruction to the fishing industry; 
whether the cost of removing them will 
exceed £50; and, whether, in» view of 
the fact that an |‘ overseer! to ‘the Board 














of. Public Works is at present in Balti- 
more; immediate steps will be taken to 
remove the above-mentioned rocks ? 

Tue SECRETARY (Baron Henry Dz 
Worms) (Liverpool, East. Toxteth): The 
harbour of Baltimore is, by the Balti- 
more and Skibbereen Harbour Order, 
1884; -vested in the Baltimore and Skib- 
bereen! Harbour Commissioners, who 
have power to deepen and improve the 
harbour at its entrance.. The Board of 
Trade have no jurisdiction in the mat- 
ter. 


POST OFFIGE, (IRELAND) — COMMUNI- 
CATION, BETWEEN CAPE CLEAR 
AND SHORKIN ISLANDS AND THE 
MAIN LAND, 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.) asked 
the Postmaster General, What steps 
have been taken to effect Postal com- 
munication between Cape Clear and 
Shorkin Islands and the main land? 

Tue ' VICK» PRESIDENT: or tHe 
OOUNCIL (Sir Henry Hotranp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: The 
inquiry which has been held into this 
subject so far shows that no arrange- 
ment is practicablé for providing postal 
communication between thé places re- 
ferred to, except at a large expense 
quite disproportionate to the revenue ; 
but the inquiry into the subject has not 
yet been completed. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND) — SKIBBE. 
REEN AND BALTIMORE MAIL CAR. 


Dr, KENNY (Cork, 8.) asked the 
Postmaster General, Whether the Mail 
Oar has been discontinued between 
Skibbereen and Baltimore ; if the rural 
messenger has to travel 19 miles per day 
and carry pareels; whether more than 
100 men are employed at. public works 
and schools at Baltimore; if letters are 
delivered, on’ Sundays; and, whether, 
considering the importance of Baltimore 
as a fishing station, he will have steps 
taken to obviate the public inconvenience 
by securing the services of the Mail Car 
to the inhabitants of Baltimore ? 

Tue VICH: PRESIDENT. oF, !tuz 
O'OUNCIL. (Sir ‘Henry: | Horanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: The 
mail car between Skibbereen and Balti- 
more was put on asa temporary mea- 
sure during the resem ga yr has 
now been discontinued. The Question 
only ‘appeared:on-the. Paper: this: morn: 
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ing, and it is, therefore, impossible to 
anéwer it in detail. But I may state 
that the Postmaster General will con- 
sider whether the mail car can be main- 
tained throughout the year. 


»PERU, AND CHILI-—THE PERUVIAN 
BONDHOLDERS’ COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, Whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have yet pL am a uw $e answer 
they will give to the application made 
to them by the Peruvian Boldholders’ 
Committee to employ diplomatic pres- 
sure in concert with the French Govern- 
ment on the Government of Chili, to 
give effect to an agreement made on the 
23rd March 1886, between that Com- 
mittee and Messrs. Dreyfus and Co.; 
whether, under that agreement, a pre- 
ference over the bondholders is given to 
Messrs. Dreyfus and Co., for the pay- 
ment of £3,214,388 11s. 5d., with in- 
terest, from the 30th June, 1880; whe- 
ther that agreement has been submitted 
to or sanctioned by the Peruvian Bond- 
holders; whether the Chilian Govern- 
ment dispute the validity of Messrs. 
Dreyfus and Co.’s claim and the accu- 
racy of the estimates and calculations 
upon which the agreement of the 23rd 
March is based; and, whether the cor- 
respondence will be presented to the 
House ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir James Fercvsson) (Man- 
chester, N.E,): Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have been in communication with 
the French Government on the subject 
of this Agreement. It is not their in- 
tention to support it, or to depart from 
the usual method of dealing diplomatic- 
ally with the claims of British subjects, 
They have expressed their readiness to 
unite with the other Governments in- 
terested in examining any questions in 
dispute in relation to the character and 
amount and validity of the claims, with 
a view to re-opening negotiations with 
Chili for their settlement on a fair and 
equitable. basis. Any understanding 
amoug the Various claimants, must, im 
the. opinion of Her, Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, be arrived, at independently of 
the Governments interested, It seems 


unnecessary to, give any reply to the 
remaining paragraphs of the Question, 
which deal simply with matters, of fact 
couinected with the Agreement. There 
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are no Papers which could be laid with 
advantage at present. 


POLICE (METROPOLIS)—OBSTRUCTION 
OF TRAFFIC—STREET LECTURERS. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) asked the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, "Whether his 
attention has been drawn to the recent 
rpg of Evangelical and Socialist 
ecturers for alleged obstruction in the 
streets of the Metropolis ; whether such 
interference with the long-established 
eustom of holding peaceable meetings 
in unfrequented streets and at cross 
roads is due to special or any instruc- 
tions given by the Home Office ; and, if 
so, what the nature of these instructions 
may be; whether, in certain of such 
prosecutions, it has been admitted by 
the police that the passage of traffic 
was not sensibly interfered with; and, 
whether, having in view the small num- 
ber of open spaces other than highways 
in the more densely populated districts 
of the Metropolis, he will advise that 
instructions be given to the police not 
to institute proceedings, save only in 
those cases where the passage of traffic 
is rendered impracticable ? 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): The 
Home Office has issued no special or 
recent instructions to the police as to 
their dealings with meetings in the 
streets. The instructions given by the 
Chief Commissioner are that the police 
are never to interfere except when there 
is a positive obstruction to the traffic. 
I am not aware of any admission 
on their part that they ever have 
interfered except under these circum- 
stances. The instructions of the Chief 
Commissioner seem to me to be quite 
proper and in accordance with the law, 
and I have no intention of advising any 
alteration. 


INDIA (MADRAS)—VIJIARAGHAVA 
CHARIAR,. 


Mr. B. KELLY (Donegal, 8.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for India, 
Whether Vijiaraghava Chariar was in 
1882, on the prosecution of the Madras 
Government, sentenced to a term of 
transportation ; whether, on appeal, the 
High Court honourably acquitted him, 
and ordered his immediate release; 
whether he charged the Crown wit- 


Sir James Fergusson 


{COMMONS} 
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nesses, on whose evidence he had been 
convicted, with perjury; whether the 
Madras Government replied that he had 
entirely failed to substantiate this charge; 
whether, in spite of the most determined 
opposition in Court of the Madras Go- 
vernment, he obtained the sanction of the 
High Court to prosecute these Crown 
witnesses for perjury; whether he pro- 
cured the conviction and punishment of 
the whole of these Crown witnesses ; 
whether the Madras Government turned 
him out of his honorary office as Muni- 
cipal Commissioner of Salem, dis- 
paraging his character; whether he 
then in the High Court convicted the 
Government of illegality in so doing, 
getting damages and costs; whether 
both Judges hearing the case commented 
on the behaviour of the Madras Govern- 
ment, one of them publicly remarking 
from the Bench— 

“When I ordered particulars to be given, 
instead of furnishing a succinct statement of 
facts, found and believed, the advisers of the 
Government put in a statement which appears 
to be a disjointed collection of disparaging 
statements ; ”” 
and, whether Government will compen- 
sate Vijiaraghava Chariar for the ex- 
pense he has been put to in defending 
over several years his character in these 
several actions ? 

Toe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE (Sir Joun Gorst) (Chatham): 
The events referred to in the Question 
happened substantially as intimated be- 
tween three and four years ago, They 
have already, on several occasions, been 
the subject of Questions in Parliament. 
Vijiaraghava Chariar recovered 100 
rupees vom De for wrongful dismissal 
against the Madras Government; but no 
further claim for compensation has, so 
far as the Secretary of State is aware, 
ever been made by him. 


INDIA (MADRAS)—BOARD OF REVENUE 
—MADURA DISTRICT. 


Mr. B. KELLY (Donegal, 8.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for India, 
If he will state the nature of the special 
Mission on which the senior member of 
the Madras Board of Revenue has been 
engaged for the past five months in the 
Madura district; and, whether any 
emergency has arisen to necessitate the 
recent Ye of magisterial powers in 
the Madura district tothis Special Com- 
missioner ? 
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Royal Irish 

Tate UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Joun Gorsr) (Chatham) : 
The special Mission of tae senior Mem- 
ber of the Madras Board of Revenue has 
been to make inquiry into the adminis- 
tration of the Madura District by the 
late collector. No special grant of 
magisterial duty has, so far as I am 
aware, been made to him. 


MINING RENTS AND ROYALTIES— 
GENERAL OR SPECIAL LAWS ABROAD. 


Mr. P. STANHOPE (Wednesbury) 
asked the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, Whether, during the 
Parliamentary Recess, he will cause in- 
quiries to be made, through Her Ma- 
jesty’s Representatives abroad, on the 
Continent of Europe, and in the United 
States of America, in order to lay upon 
the Table of the House a Return con- 
taining information under the following 
heads :—As to the recognition or other- 
wise in each State of the right of pri- 
vate ownership in minerals extracted 
from the soil ; as to the scale of royalties 
paid to the State or private individuals 
in respect of the extraction of such 
minerals, and the general or special laws 
by which the payment of royalties or 
mine rents is regulated ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir James Ferevsson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): The Secretary of State 
will cause to be made the inquiries de- 
sired by my hon. Friend. It will facili- 
tate and lessen the undertaking if he 
will have the goodness to inform me at 
the Foreign Office from which countries 
particularly he desires to have the in- 
formation. But I may remind him that 
information on this subject respecting 
France and Belgium is contained in a 
Blue Book lately laid before Parliament, 
No. 11, 1886 (Commercial), pp. 157 
and 189. 


WAR DEPARTMENT—PURCHASE OF 
REMOUNTS FROM THE BRITISH 
COLONTES. 

Mr. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) asked the Secretary of State 
for War, If he can inform the House, in 
regard to reported purchases on the 
Continent of Europe of horses for 
Cavalry, Artillery, and Transport, whe- 
ther the authorities have recently made 
or will now make inquiries as to the 
comparative cost and the feasibility, in 
view of improved steamer communica- 
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Constabulary. 1106 


tions, of obtaining suitable remounts 
for England and India from the Bri- 
tish Colonies in South Africa and Aus- 
tralia ? 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smiru) (Strand, Westminster) : 
The subject referred to by the hon. 
Member has already had consideration. 
Officers are now in Canada inquiring as 
to the possibility of obtaining horses for 
the Army in the Dominion; and atten- 
tion will be directed to the resources 
which the South African Colonies afford. 
I understand that the Indian Army is 
largely supplied from Australia. 


GOLD AND SILVER (ROYAL COMMIS- 
SION)—DUTIES ON GOLD AND 
SILVER. 


GeneraL Srrn GEORGE BALFOUR 
(Kincardine) asked the Under Secretary 
of State for India, Whether he will 
undertake, on behalf of his Department, 
to refer the Correspondence between 
the Indian and Home Governments, 
upon the subject of the Gold and Silver 
Duties, to the Royal Commission on 
Silver lately appointed ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Jonn Gorsr) (Chatham) : 
The Secretary of State has no power to 
refer any matter to the Royal Commis- 
sion on Silver; but the Correspondence 
between the Indian and Home Govern- 
ments upon the subject of the gold and 
silver duties will be laid before it. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—PRO- 
SECUTIONS FOR DRUNKENNESS— 
CIRCULAR OF THE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL. 


Coroner SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) asked the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether 
the Circular of the Inspector General of 
Constabulary, dated 3rd July 1877, 
containing instructions how the police 
are to act in prosecuting cases of 
drunkenness, is still in existence; whe- 
ther complaints have been heard from 
towns affected by it that it was productive 
of injury and loss in seriously impair- 
ing the efficiency of their Town Oourts, 
and in —e them of one-half the 
fines arising from cases where the 
offender was a non-resident of the town ; 
whether the question of residence of 
offender, and not the place where the 
offence is committed, affects the case 
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in a ‘Town Court; whether the Circular 
is right in point of Law; and, whether, 
if not, the Government will now have it 
withdrawn, and give power to a town 
justice to determine all cases of drunken- 
ness coming within his jurisdiction ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND! (Mr. Hormes) | (Dublin 
University) (who replied) said : "The Cir; 
cular referred to in the ‘Question has 
been canvelled by a subsequent Order, 
and is now no longer in foree. The in- 
structions under which the Constabulary 
act are founded on the opinion of the 
Law Officers of the Crown, confirmed by 
judicial decision. 


PROPOSED COMMISSION ON THE DE- 
VELOPMENT OF THE RESOURCES 
OF TRELAND—HARBOURS ON, THE 
WEST COAST. 


Mr. P. McDONALD (Sligo, N.) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, If the 
eontemplated Government Commission 
of Inquiry into the condition and best 
means of developing the resources of 
Treland will embrace within its seope of 
investigation the admitted necessity of 
improving the harbour accommodation 
on the West Coast of Ireland; : and, 
if so, will:the Commission take: into 
consideration the recommendation of 
the Select Committee of 1883 and 1884, 
more especially as regards the harbours 
of Sligo and Ballina, and also the de- 
elared want of suitable fishery piers 
along the Sligo Coast; and, if the Lords 
of the Treasury will, under present cir- 
eumstances, reconsider their decision, 
as conveyed in their reply of 27th 
November. 1885, im reference to the 
application of the Sligo Harbour Com- 
missioners for a loan, within their bor- 
rowing powers, for the purpose of 
deepening and improving the port and 
harbour of Sligo? 

Taz SEORETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.); The proposed Commission 
will take into consideration the question 
of harbour accommodation on the West 
Coast of Ireland, so far as large harbours 
are concerned; but it will not deal with 
the subject of small fishery piers, I 
observe that the Sligo: Harbour Com- 
missioners last year did not offer ade- 
quate security for the loans; but I can 
only isay that if they do so now ‘the 
Board of Works will carefully consider 
their application.'\:.' « » i 


Colonel Saunderson 








WAR DEPARTMENT — WARLIKE © 
STORES AND EQUIPMENTS : 
(ROYAL COMMISSION)., 

Srr HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Secretary of State 
for War, Whether the Royal 'Commis- 
sion, which he has’ now undertaken to 
appoint, Vv 

“To inquiré into and re upon the sys- 
tem elites which warlike erie ad deals 
ments have been supplied to Her Majesty's 
Service during the past five years,” 
is, under the instructions to be given to 
the Commission, to be prohibited from 
inquiry into any complaints that may 
be made in regard to occurrences not 
falling strictly within that limit of time, 
or from tracing back to their sources 
complaints in regard to occurrences fall- 
ing within those five years; or, whether 
he will, in drafting those instructions, 
whilst referring the Commission gene- 
rally to matters falling within the five 
years, afford thom such latitude and 
discretion as they may themselves deem, 
from time to time, to be necessary, so 
as to avert all risk of hampering them 
in their investigations, and of giving 
occasion to complainants of alleging 
that they have been prevented’ by the 
strictness of the limit of time from 
proving or bringing forward subjects of 
importance to the inquiry ? 

Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.) asked 
the Secretary of State for War, Whe- 
ther the Royal Commission on Warlike 
Stores will have the power to examine 
witnesses on oath ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H, Surrx) (Strand, Westminster) : 
It is necessary that’ some limit should 
be placed to the inquiry, and therefore 
July 1, 1881, bine: been fixed upon ‘as 
the date from which to inquire into 
complaints received and defects exist- 
ing; but the instructions to the Royal 
Commission will not ‘preelude ‘them 
from searching back into any antecedent 
circumstances which may have’ given 
rise; to such complaints, or which may 
tend to fix responsibility ‘for; defects 
found to have existed within the. pre- 
sribed “period. The Commission ‘will 

ave all the ordinary powers possessed 
by» -a ‘Réyal Goniibniaai / Ea ‘(the 
authérity to administer on oath may not 
be included: among them but if in the 


conductiof the inquiry it eppee rs'to ‘the 
. | Commissioners thut: they. Hot possess 
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sufficient powers or authority they will 
report to the Government, and it will be 
for the Government to determine what 
course they shall adopt under the cir- 
cumstances. ‘ 


CHANNEL FISHERY REGULATIONS, 
1843 ann 1868—ENTRY OF A FRENCH 
FISHING SMACK INTO YARMOUTH: 


Sirk HENRY TYLER. (Great Yar- 
mouth) asked the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade, Whether a Report has yet 
been received from the Inspector sent to 
inquire into the case of the French fish- 
ing smack, Jeanne Rene, of Fecamp, 
which is stated to have put into Yar- 
mouth, to have lain atthe fish wharf, 
and to have sold her cateh of herrings, 
cured in bulk, by auction in the Yar- 
mouth market, on Saturday last; whe- 
ther, under the Conventions of 1843 and 
1868, or other International arrange- 
ments, English fishing vessels may law- 
fully be seized, and subjected to various 
pains and penalties, for entering French 
ports, as was the case with the 12 Ool- 
chester smacks recently detained at 
Havre, whilst a French fishing vessel is 
allowed not only to enter an English 
port, but also freely sell her catch of 
fish in competition with English fisher- 
men; whether fish from French fishing 
smacks may thus be freely sold in Eng- 
land, and without duty, whilst English- 
caught fish cannot under any circum- 
stances be sold in French or other foreign 
ports without, being subjected to high 
and practically prohibitive duties ; and, 
whether they will adopt such speedy 
measures as Her Majesty’s Government 
may consider to be best to remedy such 
anomalous conditions, by negotiating a 
fresh Convention. with the French Go- 
vernment or otherwise ? 

Tue SECRETARY, (Baron -Henry 
Dz Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The facts are generally as stated. The 
matter is undoubtedly one of great im- 
portance; but. all I can say is that it 
shall, receive very careful, considera- 
tion by the Government. The Inspec- 
tor’s Report has not yet been received. 


THE MAGISTRACY (IRELAND)— 
DR,, BARRETT, J.P. 

Dra, TANNER (Oork Co.,,Mid) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord :Lieu- 
tenant of; Ireland, Whether! his, atten- 
tion has ealled to the conduct of 
Dr. Barrett, J.P., at and after the’ recent 
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ing’ of the Inchigeela _— insary 
Caniaallabes on the occasion of. thé-visif 
of the Local Government Visiting In- 
spector, when Dr. Barrett insulted and 
struck repeatedly Rev. Mr. Holland, 
P.P.; and, whether the attention of the 
Lord Chancellor will be called to the be- 
haviour of the Justice of the Peace in 
question ? 

Toe OHIEF SEORETARY (Sir 
Micnart Hioxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
This Question only appeared on the 
Paper this morning ; and if I may make 
a request to hon. Members with refer- 
ence to similar Questions, I will ask 
them to give at least two days’ Notice. 
The Local Government Board have no 
information with regard to this matter, 
and I have had no time to make inquiry. 

Dr. TANNER said, he would repeat 
the Question on Thursday. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON MINES— 
SAFETY LAMPS. 

Mr. ‘PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, Whether 
the recent Circular of the Mines Inspec- 
tors, issued by direction of the Home 
Office, contains any mention by name of 
the safety lamps specially recommended 
by the Royal Commissioners as being 
the most safe and efficient ; whether he 
has instructed the Inspectors to take 
active steps to prohibit the use of such 
lamps as do not fulfil the conditions of 
safety laid down by the Commissioners 
in their Report ; and, whether the Go- 
vernment will carry out the suggestion 
of the Royal Commissioners that the 
Government should maintain an appa- 
ratus, and should appoint some person to 
test and report tothe Secretary of State 
on any lamps which may be submitted 
to him ? 

Tux SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): The 
recent Circular of the Mines Inspectors 
does not mention any lamp by name; 
but it calls attention to that portion of 
the Royal Commissioners’ Report which 
deals with the relative advantages and 
disadvantages of various kinds of safety 
lamps.. The Iuspectors have been in- 
structed Pa eae where, in . their 

inion;| the lamp at present.in use 
es source of deingér to make a requisi- 


tion under the Act of 1872 for the 
discontinuance. of such lamp, and: the 
adoption of a safer kind. The Inspectors 
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do not consider the establishment of 
a permanent official arrangement for 
testing lamps to be necessary; but 
the suggestion is one which will have 
my consideration. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1881— 
THE ROYAL COMMISSION—NAMES 
OF THE COMMISSIONERS ON THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE RE- 
SOURCES OF IRELAND. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether heisnow 
able to give the names of the Commis- 
sioners appointed to inquire into the 
working of the Irish Land Act of 1881 
and into the Development of the Re- 
sources of Ireland; and, if not, whe- 
ther he will be able to do so before the 
close of the Session ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaet Hicxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
I am not yet in a position to inform the 
House of the names of the Royal Com- 
missioners to be appointed to inquire 
into the Development of the Resources of 
Ireland, and I doubt whether I shall be 
able to so before the close of the Ses- 
sion—if the Session closes as early as 
we anticipate. I can, however, state to 
the House the names of the Commis- 
sioners appointed to inquire into the 
working of the Land Act, 1881. Earl 
Cowper will be Chairman, and associated 
with him will be the Earl of Milltown, 
Sir James Caird, Judge Neligan, and 
Mr. George Fottrell. 


LAW AND POLICE—TREATMENT OF 
JOHN WILLIAMS IN HOLLOWAY 
PRISON. 


Mz. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether he is 
aware that John Williams is treated 
as a convict in Holloway Prison; and, 
whether, in view of the fact that he is 
imprisoned for creating a stoppage in 
the streets, he will instruct the authori- 
ties of the prison to treat him as a first- 
class misdemeanant ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): John 
Williams is not treated as a convict in 
Holloway Prison. He is treated as a 
prisoner sentenced to simple imprison- 
ment without hard labour. The Judge 


by whom he was sentenced had t e| 


Mr. Matthews 


{COMMONS}  (Zelegraph Department). 
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re ade He et ae 
class misdemeanant, but did not do 
80. 


CIVIL SERVICE WRITERS—STATE- 
MENT UPON THEIR CASE. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) asked the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, Whether he will to-day fulfil the 
promise given by him, that— 

* A statement upon the case of the Civil Ser- 
vice writers should be made before the close of 
the present Session ?"’ 

Tne SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): The Committee appointed 
to consider the claims of the Civil Ser- 
vice copyists have held a full meeting 
this afternoon to consider their Report. 


SALMON FISHERIES (SCOTLAND)— 
RIGHTS OF FISHING IN 
PERTHSHIRE. 


Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, If he will 
state the terms of any agreement made 
by the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests with Mr. Graham Stirling, of 
Strowan, Perthshire, and with the 
Trustees of the estate of Dunira, Perth- 
shire, respecting the right of salmon 
fishing on these cstates respectively ; 
whether the rights or opportunities of 
salmon fishing previously enjoyed by 
the public have been prejudicially 
affected by such agreements; and, whe- 
ther, before concluding such agreements, 
the Commissioners gave any public no- 
tice thereof to persons living on or in the 
neighbourhood of these estates ? 

Tae SECRETARY (Mr. Jackson) 
(Leeds, N.): The agreement referred to 
is a sale of the salmon fishings in the 
Rivers Earn and Ruchill ex adverso of 
the lands of the proprietors mentioned, 
the price paid by each being £100. 
There is no reason to suppose that the 
public have any rights of salmon fishing 
there. No public or other notice of the 
sale was given, as it was made to the 
adjoining proprietors, and that is the 
usual course of procedure. 


POST OFFICE (TELEGRAPH DEPART- 
MENT)—ANNUAL HOLIDAY TO 
TELEGRAPHISTS. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.) asked the Postmaster General, Whe- 
ther fully appointed telegraphists per- 
forming night duty in the large English 
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and Scotch centres, such as Edinburgh, 
Glasgow, Liverpool, Manchester, Leeds, 
Newcastle, Bristol, Birmingham, and 
Hull, are allowed an annual holiday of 
three weeks; whether, in Belfast, 45 
fully appointed telegraphists, perform- 
ing night and Sunday duties, are al- 
eet mo more nga = Jaren © holi- 

ay in the year; whether telegraphists 
par gs Glasgow to Tplfast 
have had their annual holidays reduced 
from three weeks to two; whether the 
telegraphists concerned handed to the 
Postmaster of Belfast, in October 1884, 
a Memorial praying for equality of 
holiday privilege with English and 
Scotch telegraphists performing similar 
duties, and whether, notwithstanding 
that the Memorialists have since, on 10 
occasions, petitioned for a reply, no reply 
has yet been given; whether, in 1885, 
the Postmaster refused, and whether he 
still refuses, to allow the clerks to ad- 
dress a Memorial to the Postmaster 
General; and, whether the annual holi- 
day will be extended ? 

Tae VICE PRESIDENT or raz 
COUNCIL (Sir Henry Hottanp) 
(Hampstead) (who replied) said: As a 
general rule, where the conditions of 
work are the same the annual leave is 
the same. There are certain differences 
in the work in Belfast which accounts 
for the shorter leave in certain cases. 
The telegraphists who came from Glas- 
gow did so at their own desire, and, of 
course, came under the Rules and Regu- 
lations of Belfast. I am further in- 
formed that the subject has been re- 
peatedly under the consideration of the 
Postmaster General, and numerous re- 
plies have been given to applications 
from Belfast and elsewhere. I may, 
however, remind the hon. Member of 
the answer the Postmaster General gave 
on the 10th instant—namely, that he 
was considering the subject, and would, 
at the proper time, announce his deci- 
sion. 


IRELAND—COLLAPSE OF THE ALBERT 
BRIDGE, BELFAST. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.) asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether any lives 
have been lost through the collapse of 
the Albert Bridge, Belfast, on Wednes- 
day evening last; whether the bridge 
was thronged at the time of the accident; 
whether it is true, as reported, that a 
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ual sinking of the structure had 
n observed for the past two or three 
weeks; whether the Town Council is 
responsible for having allowed the con- 
tinuance of a thoroughfare across the 
bridge weeks after its collapsing condi- 
tion became apparent; and, how soon 
an official inquiry will be held ? 

Tus OHIEF SEORETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hioxs-Beacu) (Bristol, W.): 
So far as is known one life was lost 
through this accident. Fortunately it 
is not a fact that the bridge was thronged 
at the time. It is, I understand, true 
that a gradual sinking had previous], 
been observed ; but the immediate col- 
lapse of the bridge was not appre- 
hended. I am advised that the question 
of responsibility is one of law, which 
must be decided in a Court of Justice, if 
raised. I am not aware that there is 
any obligation on the Government to in- 
stitute an official inquiry; but I shall 
look further into this matter. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—THE 
RIOTS AT BELFAST—GRAND JURY 
OF ANTRIM. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.) asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether his at- 
tention has been called to the Report of 
the application of District Inspector 
Stritch to the County Antrim Grand 
Jury at the last summer assizes, con- 
tained in the Belfast papers of the 23rd 
July last; whether it is the fact that, 
owing to an omission in the Belfast Pri- 
vate Act of 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 183), 
transferring the jurisdiction of the Grand 
Jury of the county Antrim to the Bel- 
fast Town Council, the power, existing 
throughout the whole of the rest of Ire- 
land (by virtue of the 6 &7 Will. IV., 
c. 116, s. 106), of granting compensation 
in the case of witnesses and magistrates, 
or other peace officers, maimed or mur- 
dered on account of their efforts to bring 
disturbers of the peace to justice, does 
not apply to the borough of Belfast ; 
whether it is the fact that, in the case 
of such occurrences taking place in Bel- 
fast, compensation cannot be granted at 
all, or can only be granted by the Grand 
Jury of the county Antrim, who woud 
have no power either to levy county cess 
in the borough or to compel the borough 
to contribute; whether it is true that 
several other persons (including the re- 
presentative of Head Constable Gar- 








diner, deceased, who was shot in Belfast 
during the eta Lev in the same posi- 
tion as District Inspector Stritch ; and, 
whether the Government propose to re- 
medy this injustice? , 

Tar ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who rel ia said: My atten- 
tion has only been called to the applica- 
tion of District Inspector Stritch by the 
Question of the hon. Member. On re- 
ference to the Belfast Local Act of 1865 
I find that there appears to have been 
the omission mentioned in the second 
paragraph of the Question, with the re- 
sult stated in the third paragraph. My 
attention has also been called to some 
other alleged defects in the Belfast Local 
Act in connection with the riots in 
Belfast. I will look carefully into 
the matter before the next Session of 
Parliament, with the view of seeing 
whether some amendment of the law 
may not be made. 


ARMY—CHARGES AGAINST THE ORD- 
NANCE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WADDY (Lincolnshire, Brigg) 
asked the Secretary of State for Wa, 
Whether it is true that a distinguished 
officer in Her Majesty’s Service, Colonel 
Hope, has written to him letters con- 
taining charges of fraud, conspiracy, 
and other misconduct against certain 
officers and other persons in a fiduciary 
position with respect to Her Majesty’s 
Army; whether such communications 
were in the first instance confidential, 
and whether Colonel Hope has now 
withdrawn any objection to their publi- 
ripe mr Meo the eee ee 
will now lay this Correspondence upon 
the Table of the House, and arts tr it 
to be circulated to the Members; or 
whether they will adopt any other and 
what course to allay the general anxiety 
of the House and the public on this 
subject ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Smrrn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
The hon. and learned Member cannot 
have been in the House recently, or he 
would be aware that I have answered 
Questions couched in almost identical 
terms with his Question four or five times 
already. The communication which was 
received from Colonel Hope was care- 
fully considered by the Law Officers of 
the Crown and myself; and in their 
judgment and mine it does not contain 


Mr. Sexton 
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by any Judicial Court, however consti- 
tuted. “In ‘accordance’ with Colonel 
Hope’s stipulation, that document was 
returned to him’ some days’ ago. He 
is perfectly free to publish it; and, as T 
have already stated in this House, I 
think he is bound in honour to do so. 

Mr. WADDY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the third part of my 
Question? Will the Government lay 
this Correspondence on the Table ? 

Mr. W. H. SMITH: The Govern- 
ment will not. The Correspondence to 
which the hon. and learned Member 
refers was preceded by a statement from 
Colonel Hope, to the effect that these 
Papers should be left in my hands until 
the 10 of September only. The Papers 
have been returned; and it is, there- 
fore, not in my power to lay them on 
the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS — 
POLLING PLACES IN RURAL 
DISTRICTS. 


Mr. WADDY (Lincolnshire, Brigg) 
asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, Whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the fact that, in 
the rural districts, the polling places are 
frequently arranged in such a way that 
many voters of the poorer classes are 
compelled to walk several miles to vote ; 
whether the loss of time thus caused has 
not, in fact, largely prevented the exer- 
cise of the franchise; and, whether 
~~ _ take steps to remedy this hard- 
ship 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): My 
attention has not been called to this 
matter, otherwise than by the Question 
of the hon. and learned Member. He 
does not appear to have read the Statutes 
on the subject. The polling districts in 
counties are fixed by the Court of 
Quarter Sessions, and they are the au- 
thority to whom any complaint should 
= addressed. I have no power to inter- 

ere. 


POST OFFICE (TRELAND)—ACCOMMO. 
DATION AT GRANGEGEITH. 

Ma. O'HANLON (Cavan, E.) asked 
the Postmaster General, Whether, since 
the appointment of a letter-carrier be- 
tween Grangegeith and Slane, each 
week has doubled the former in papers, 
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6 ;,and, having Regard: the tee Hie. f 13 
fc will now apprat en at ee ee se tin Seer ont orrimp 
Grangogeith, the, letters being weekly | oii AUGHES-HALLETS 
Tue .VIOK .PRESIDENT. or..tHE See meg asked the Secretary of State 
GOUNOIL, (Sir. Hsway Homann) | for War, Whether his attention has 
heh ) (who replied).said: The | been called to the statements that have 
ostmaster General is waiting for a fur- | *ppeared in the public Press, nie hal 


ther and fuller Report in reference to 
this subject... When it arrives he will 
give it careful. consideration. and. de- 


cide. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—OOL- 
LECTION OF SEED RATE. 


Mr. ARTHUR. O'CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.) asked the Chief Secretary to 
the. Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whe- 
ther some 80 men of the Rathmullen 
Constabulary, in county Donegal, were 
employed on the 8th, 9th, 11th, and 
12th January in collecting seed rate; 
and, whether the allowances to which 
they are entitled under the Regulations 
of the Force in connection with this ser- 
vice have yet been paid; and, if not, 
could he state on what grounds ? 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaret Hiexs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
I have no Report on the subject, and I 
shall be obliged if the hon. Member 
will postpone the Question until Thurs- 
day. 


RUSSIA—EXPORTATION OF SUGAR— 
CONTINUANCE OF BOUNTIES. 


Cotoyer HILL (Bristol, 8.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, Whether Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment have received any information 
as to the reported continuance for an- 
other year of the large bounties given 
by the Russian Government ‘on the ex- 
port of sugar; and, whether, consider- 
ing the injury which the bounty system 
causes to British home and colonial in- 
dustries, Her Majesty’s Government will 
use their best endeavours to obtain the 
assembling of an International Confer- 
ence for the general abolition of bounties 
at the earliest possible moment ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE = James Fercusson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): ‘Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment have received no information of 
the nature indicated in the first para- 
graph of the Question. The question 
as to. the assembling of an International 
Conference is under the consideration of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 





to a general court-martial lately hel 
at, Chatham on an officer of the 2nd 
Battalion Royal, West Kent Regiment; 
whether the conduct of the Com- 
manding Officer and the Adjutant of 
that Regiment, in connection with the 
case tried, is in any way deserving of 
censure; and, whether it is true, as 
stated in the papers, that the condition 
of this Battalion is eminently unsatis- 
factory ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr, 
W. H. Suir) (Strand, Westminster) : 
My attention has been called to the 
statements referred to. I do not con- 
sider, in connection with this case, that 
the conduct of either the Commanding 
Officer or the Adjutant is deserving of 
censure, nor is the battalion in an un- 
satisfactory condition. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT— THE 
FERMOY UNION SCHEME—INQUIRY 
UNDER THE AOT. 


Mr. HOOPER (Cork, 8.E.) (for 
Mr. Lzamy) (Cork Oo., N.E.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, The cause of the delay of 
the Local Government Board to hold the 
‘local inquiry ” into the Petition of the 
Guardians of the Fermoy Union for the 
confirmation of an improvement scheme 
for the erection of 222 labourers’ cot- 
tages; which was lodged on the 16th of 
August last; and, whether, bearing in 
mind that the Winter is fast setting in, 
and the building of the cottages must 
necessarily be put off to Spring if the 
inquiry be not forthwith held, he will 
direct the Local Government Board to 
hold it at once ? 

Taz CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuart Hicxs-Beacu) (Bristol, W.); 
The Local Government Board have had 
before them the resolution of the Guar- 
dians of the Fermoy Union on the sub- 
ject of this question; and they have 

een ahonel that Petitions have been 
received from three other Unions in the 
same district, and that inquiries into 
those cases must, in the regular and 


_} ordinary ,course, take precedence of 
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Fermoy ; but that as soon as the In-' 

Na EE Pe 

would take place in holding the Fermoy 

inquiry. ui 

CRIME AND OUTRAGE. (IRELAND)— 
THE RLOTS IN BELFAST-—ATTACK 
ON THE DAVIS, STREET POLICE 
BARRACKS. 

Mr. EWART (Belfast, N.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether he has, seen the 
report in Zhe Times of the 20th instant, 
of an attack, resulting in the loss of 
some lives, on the Davis Street Police 
Barracks, Belfast, said to be for the pur- 
pose of rescuing a prisoner; and, whe- 
ther he can give the House any further 
information on the subject ? 

Taz CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Mrowazt Hroxs-Beacn) (Bristol, W.): 
I may state to the House the report 
which I have received of these occur- 
rences. At7 o'clock in the evening a 
most determined attack was made by 
some roughs to rescue a prisoner from 
the police station in Davis Street. A 
mob soon collected; several of them 
broke open the barrack door during a 
violent attack which was being made 
upon the house and demanded the pri- 
soner. The window shutters outside 
were torn down and the glass smashed, 
stones and bricks in large numbers were 
hurled into the rooms, and attempts 
were made to seize the police rifles 
through the broken windows. The lives 
of the police were at the time in immi- 
neut danger; and they fired from inside 
at the attacking party. One man was 
shot while trying to enter the hall, and 
he died shortly afterwards in the hos- 
pital. A woman was wounded who has 
since died. The police fired some shots 
from the barrack at the persons who were 
forcing themselves in, and some of these 
shots wounded some of the mob who 
were outside in the street. 

Mer. SEXTON (Belfast, .W., and 
Sligo, 8.): I wish to know if the right 
hon, Baronet is aware of the renewal of 
the disturbances last night, and that the 
last outbreak was due to an attack made 
by a mob on an officer of the Society for 
the Registration of Nationalist Voters; 
and, also, if he is aware of a procession of 
the Mayor’s workmen passing through 
the streets, the workmen using insulting 
expressions as they passed along; and, 
whether steps will now be taken to pre- 





Sir Michael Hicks-Beach 
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vent the passing of the Mayor’s workmen 


in ion through the streets? > 
No, Sir. « The information I! have» re- 
esived about last night's» disturbantes 
does not tally with what the hon: Mem- 
ber has‘stated. I willstate what I have 
heard. The rt is that eight or 10 
shots were fired-at ‘the police in Hill 
Street at 9.45 p.m. The 5th Dragoon 
Guards were stoned in the Brickfields 
about 7 o’clock, One man was injured 
by a blow from a stone. _ A house was 
attacked in Wilson Street, and a pawn 
office broken into in the same locality, 
about 1lo’clock, Both houses belonged 
to Protestants. Twelve persons were 
arrested for rioting. The Black Watch 
were stoned in North Street about 
6.30 p.m., and after that time all was 


uiet. 
‘ Mr, SEXTON: Does the right hon. 
Baronet intend to take any steps to pre- 
vent processions of large bodies of work- 
men from the Queen’s Island passing 
through the streets ? 

Sr MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : 
These processions have, so far as I un- 
derstand, ceased for some time past. I 
am not aware that they have been re- 
newed. But if any steps appear to be 
necessary to be taken with regard to 
them, of course I shall give directions 
in the matter. 


LAND LAW—TRANSFER OF LAND— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) asked Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Whether, in the proposal 
of the Government announced yester- 
day, to deal with the subject of transfer 
of land next year, it is intended to 
include the subjects of the assimilation 
of the law of inheritance of land to that 
of personal property, and the prohibi- 
tion or limitation of entail: ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or'ruz EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranctotrs CHURCHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): I stated yesterday, 
on the authority of the Lord Chancellor, 
that it was his intention in the next 
Session of Parliament to introduce a 
Bill dealing with the transfer of land ; 
and I own I am surprised that the right 
hon. Gentleman with his experience 
should expect me, of all people in the 
world, to’state to him four months be- 
fore the introduction of the measure 
details of a very complicated subject, 
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which can only/be dealt with by a 
learned Law Officer. mie 

‘Mz. SHAW LEFEVRE: In conse- 

uence of the answer of the noble Lord 

beg to give Notice that on the Appro- 
priation Bill I shall call attention again 
to the subject, when I hope the noble 
Lord will be able-to give me a somewhat 
more courteous answer. | 


ARMY (AUXILIARY FORCES) — THE 
MILITIA~EXAMINATION FOR 
LIEUTENANTS. 


Mr. AGG-GARDNER (Cheltenham) 
asked the Secretary of State for War, 
Whether, as after the last examination 
for Lieutenants of Militia, held in March, 
only 51 Commissions were allotted out 
of 75, he will add the balance of 24 Com- 
missions to the number to be competed 
for at the ensning examination ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Sairn) (Strand, Westminster) : 
At the examination held in March only 
51 commissions were alloted out of 75, 
because only 51 officers qualified in the 
exawination, and the balance of 24 was 
absorbed principally by giving extra 
commissions in the Line to meritorious 
non - commissioned officers. I cannot 
undertake to give more than the usual 
number of commissions to the Militia in 
the preliminary examination ; but I fear, 
judging from past experience, that not 
more than that number of Militia officers 
will qualify at the examination. 


WARLIKE STORES AND EQUIPMENTS 
(ROYAL COMMISSION) — ORD- 
NANCE STORE DEPART- 

MENT. 

Mr. DE LISLE (Leicestershire, Mid) 
asked the Secretary of State for War, 
Whether the Oommission to inquire 
into the complaints made during the 
last five years by General Lord Wolseley 
and other Commanding Officers will be 
empowered to inquire into the whole 
organization and management of the 
Ordnance Store Department—that is, of 
the Department of the Director of Artil- 
lery and Stores at the War Office? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Sarr) (Strand, Westminster) : 
I assume that the hon. Member means 
only the Department of the Director of 
Artillery and Stores at the War Office. 
It is not proposed to refer that subject 
to the Royal Commission, except in so 
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Se nguie affecting it may. in- 
i y arise in the course of the in 
quiry to whieh the Royal. Commission is 
more particularly directed. 


SOUTH PACIFIC—DEPORTATION OF 
FRENCH CONVICTS TO NEW 
CALEDONIA. 


Mr. HOWARD VINCENT (Shef- 
field, Central) asked the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, If the attention 
of the French Government has been 
again drawn to the injury inflicted upon 
the territories of the South Pacific by the 
wholesale deportation, under a loose 
system of discipline, of the most de- 
praved criminals to New Caledonia; as 
also to the increasing irritation upon 
the subject among the Australasian 
peoples; and, what progress has been 
made in the negotiations with the Go- 
vernment of the Republic for the sus- 
pension of this system ? 

Tse SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
E. Stannope) (Lincolnshire, Horncastle): 
The French Government formally offered 
some time ago to discontinue transpor- 
tation of criminals to the Pacitic if al- 
lowed to assume the sovereignty of the 
New Hebrides. The Australian Colonies 
having altogether refused to entertain 
this proposal, there are no negotiations 
at present on foot. But Her Majesty’s 
Government have not ceased to urge 
upon the French Government the dis- 
continuance of a system which has in- 
flicted great evils on the Colonies. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—PROBATE, 
DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISIONS. 


Lorv CLAUD HAMILTON (Liver- 
pool, West Derby) asked Mr. Attorney 
General, Whether Her Majesty’s Judges, 
in addition to considering the question 
of the present system of holding Assizes, 
are also considering the expediency of 
altering the Rules and Orders, so as to 
allow suitors in the Probate and Divorce 
Divisions to institute interlocutory pro- 
ceedings in the District Registry ; and, 
whether the sittings for the trial of Pro- 
bate and Divorce and Admiralty actions, 
by one of the Judges of that Division, 
can be periodically held in some of the 
large centres in the Provinces? 

Taz ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicnarD WesstTer) (Isle of Wight): 
It has not, of course, been possible for 
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me to communicate with Her Majesty’s 
aes creme the Question of the noble. 

‘was placed on the Paper. -I may 
say, however, that the whole question of | 
local centres, including interlocutory 


proceédings, has been brought before, | heavy 


and is engaging the attention. of, the 
Judges. There are difficulties in the, 
way of allowing interlocutory proceed-. 
ings in Probate and Divorce actions to 
be taken in District Registries owing to 
the special character of the practice. I 
cannot hold out any prospect of local 
sittings of the Judges of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—THE SUB- 
POSTMASTER OF STRADBALLY, 
00. WATERFORD. 


Mz. P. J. POWER (Waterford, E.) 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Whether the Lords of the Treasury in- 
tend complying with the Memorial for- 
warded to them by the people of Strad- 
bally and district, county Waterford, 
> hero the appointment of Miss 
Finn to the position of Postmistress in 
that village ? 

Srr HERBERT MAXWELL (A Lorp 
of the Treasury) (Wigton) (who re- 
plied) said: The vacancy in the Post 
Office at Stradbally was filled up on the 
8th of September, before the Memorial 
reached the Treasury. 


METROPOLIS—THE CITY OF LONDON 
LIVERY COMPANIES—LEGISLATION, 


Mz. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S8.W.) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether the attention of the 
Government has been given to the Report 
of the Commission on the City Livery 
Companies; and, whether the Govern- 
ment will propose Legislation next 
Session on the lines of the Report, or, 
in the alternative, will give facilities to 
a few private Members who might be 
disposed to assist the Government by 
themselves preparing and introducing a 
Bill based on the recommendations of 
the Commission ? 

Taz CHANCELLOR or tnt EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpn CuvurcHi1) 
(Paddington, 8.): I should not feel 
justified in saying that the attention of 
the Government has hitherto been very 
closely given to the Report of the Com- 
mission on the City Livery Companies. 
In reply, however, to the second para- 
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graph of the Question, I think:it willbe 
the opinion of the House,and of:the 
public generally that the liabilities which 
the Government. have “inourred ; 
with regard. to legislation are sufficiently: 

, and that we would not be justified 
in giving a direct promise on ‘this sub-, 
ject. With regard to the Government 
giving ‘‘ facilities toa few private Mom- 
bers who might be disposed to assist 
the Government” next Session with 
regard to this subject, J am glad to 
think that we may count on the hon. 
Member as one of those disposed to 
assist us; but I do not know’ that I 
should be justified in speculating with 
atly precision on the course of Public 
Business next Session. 


SOUTH-EASTERN EUROPE—AFFAIRS 
OF BULGARIA—ACTION OF THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, H te 
ston) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether, considering the diffi- 
culties which have arisen in Bulgaria, 
and the possibility of greater complica- 
tions arising therefrom in the Turkish 
Empire during the forthcoming Recess, 
the Government will refrain from taking 
any steps involving this Country in 
further obligations or responsibilities 
until the consent of Parliament has been 
obtained ; and, whether, in the event of 
serious difficulties arising, the Govern- 
ment will advise Her Majesty to forth- 
with convene a meeting of Parliament ? 

THe CHANCELLOR or raz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypotrn CxvrcHity) 
(Paddington, 8.): I have examined the 
Question of the hon. Member, and I 
suppose I may say without contradiction 
that the Question as it stands on the 
Paper indicates that the hon. Member 
has no confidence in Her Majesty’s pre- 
sent Government. He will des observe 
that if I were to answer the Question in 
the sense which would be a ble to 
him it would indicate that I had no con- 
fidence in Her Majesty’s present Govern- 
ment. Therefore, I fear my answer will 
be altogether unsatisfactory to him. All 
Ican say is this—that in the event of 
the serious difficulties arising which the 
hon. Member appears to anticipate, but 
which I do not anticipate, the Govern- 
ment will act in a Constitutional manner, 
and will, as is their duty, and knowing 
their responsibility to Parliament, give 
such advice to the Crown as, in their 
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opinion, may: be best 
Sex the ietereumcll ths 


caloulated » ay 
f es cael JO: 9! 
Mr. CREMER:' In ‘cotisequence of 
the unsati answer of the’ noble 
Lord I beg ‘to’ give Notice’ that.1: will 
bring ‘on © the “question ‘on ‘the A ppro~} 
priation Bill. | b & gaivig 


OWNERS ‘AND OCCUPIERS OF LAND} 
INCIDENCE OF’ TITHES—LEGISEA- 


a s .. 

Mr. SWETENHAM (Carnaryon, &c.) 
asked Mr, Ohancellor.of the Exchequer, 
Whether, when the Government are con- 
sidering the present Law with respect 
to the incidence of tithes, with a view 
to removing the liability from the occu- 
pier to the owner, they will at the same 
time inquire into the inequality of tithe 
in Wales on farms of similar character, 
and their inequality as compared with 
rent, with tithe generally, in, England, 
with the view of remedying the unfair- 
negs now being complained of in Wales ; 
and, whether they will consider any 
reasonable proposition for the ultimate 
abolition of, tithes by encouraging their 
redemption by the landlord ? 

Mr. J, G. HUBBARD (London) 
asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether it is not the fact that both land 
tax and tithe were claims upon land an- 
terior to rent; and that, although for 
convenience paid through the occupier, 
they were neither of them a burden on 
the occupier-tenant, inasmuch as their 
ineidenee involved an equivalent dimi- 
nution of his rent ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or rug EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotps Cuvrcuitr) 
(Paddington, S.): In reply to the Ques- 
tion of my right hon, Friend (Mr. J. G. 
Hubbard), I think the House will be of 
opinion that on the question of fact in 
regard to tithes he is a greater authorit 
than I am. I hope, therefore, he will 
excuse me if I do not enter into a con- 
test with him. With regard to. the 
Question on the Paper, the consideration 
of the Government, will naturally be 
directed to all the questions of con- 
troversy that have arisen with respect 
to the incidence of tithe. 


THE * BOARD OF TRADE JOURNAL” + 
CIRCULAR OF, THE BOARD |TO 
CHAMBERS, OF COMMERCE, 


Mx. MUNDELLA (Sheffield, Bright- 


-| of Prade\/ Whether he 





side) asked the Secretary to the Board 


\Publioune (lvolandy, Y126' 


: willlay ithe 
encore of the ‘Replies to the: Oir-’ 
cular iksu ‘the late President of the! 
Board ' of ‘ to: ‘the! ‘Chambers , of 
Commeree?on the subject of The Board 
of Trade Journal ; also, why The Board 
of Trade Journal bas been issued in such 
an inconvenient form, and at so high! 
a8 price, and'why it is limited to 48 
of matter; whether the Board of 
will. reconsider the form ‘and: price of: 
the Journal, and enlarge it to a size ades ' 
quate to the valuable matter at their 
command ; aud, whether they will con-- 
sider the’ desirability: of placing them- | 
selves in relation with the Education 
and Postal Departments, so that, all 
important postal notices and all import- 
ant facts relating to, technical and com- 
mercial education at home, and abroad 
may appear in the Journal ? 

& SECRETARY (Baron Heyey 
De Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
allow me to answer both his Questions 
together. There is no objection to lay- 
ing upon the Table the replies to the 
Circular above-named if the right hon. 
Gentleman, will, move for them, No re- 
presentations have been made as to the 
present form of the Journal being in- 
venient, although it was submitted in 
this shape to the Chambers of Oom- 
merce. Proposals are already under 
consideration for its increase. The price 
was fixed partly with that view. The 
Board of Frade have already been in 
communication with the Postal and some 
other Departments of the Government, 
and will consider the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman with reference to 
the Education Department. 


LICENSED. PUBLICANS (IRELAND)— 
SUPPLIES, &c. TO THE 
CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. FINUCANE (Limerick, E. asked 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland; Whe- 
ther licensed publicans in Iréland are 
bound, under forfeiture of their licences, 
to supply to members of the Constabu- ' 
lary, or to any others, first, ‘any drinks ° 
for the sale of which they hold licences ; 
second, cars and horses (if they’ have 
such); third, stabling accommodation, 
&e.; and, whether many publicans in 
Ireland are now being threatened with 
opposition to the renewal of their licences 
by the Oonstabulary, for refusal to sup- 

ply the above? 


202 
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Tat ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hormes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity): A publican must obtain each 
year at the Licensing Sessions a certifi- 
cate of good character, and that his 
place of business has been conducted in 
a peaceable and orderly manner during 
the preceding year. The fact that a 
publican has declined to supply the 

nstabulary in the manner mentioned 
in the Question may be grounds for re- 
fusing this certificate; but whether it is 
or not depends on the circumstances of 
each case. Notice of opposition to the 
renewal of their licences Was been served 
on several publicans in Ireland for the 
reasons mentioned in the Question. 


INDIA (MADRAS PRESIDENCY)—AL- 
LOWANCES TO THE GOVERNOR. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Kerry, E.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for India, 
Whether the present Governor of Ma- 
dras has drawn the same amount of 
sumptuary contract and other personal 
allowances as former Governors; and 
what are the amounts of these different 
allowances, exclusive of salary ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Jonn Gorsr) (Chatham): 
The only personal allowance of the Go- 
vernor of Madras is the contract allow- 
ance of Rs. 90,000 per annum. During 
the term of office of the present Gover- 
nor this amount has not been exceeded. 


FISHING BOATS ACT, 1883 (AMEND- 
MENT) BILL. 

Mr. HENEAGE (Great Grimsby): 
asked the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, Whether it is the intention of the 
Government to re-introduce next Ses- 
sion the Bill to amend and extend the 
powers given by the Fishing Boats Act, 
1883, to the Superintendent of the Board 
of Trade for the settlement of disputes 
between masters, skippers, and seamen, 
for the better preservation of life in 
boxing and ferrying at sea, and for 
other purposes; and, if so, whether the 
Bill will be introduced in the same 
ry as it passed the House last Ses- 
sion 

Tae SECRETARY (Baron Henzy 
De Worms) (Liverpool, East Toxteth): 
The Board of Trade hope to re-introduce 
the Bill referred to by the hon. Member 
next Session. The Bill will probably be in 
‘the same shape as that which passed the 
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House last Session ; but I cannot give a 
positive pledge to that effect. 


FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALES)— 
EAST COAST—ENCROACHMENT OF 
BELGIAN TRAWLERS. 


Str SAVILE OROSSLEY (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft) asked the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, Whether he is aware that 
damage to the amount of £800 has been 
inflicted on the Lowestoft fleet of drift 
fishing boats by Belgian trawlers during 
the last week; and, whether he. will 
order a cruiser to be sent without delay 
to protect that fleet against further 
damage ? 

Tue FIRST LORD (Lord Gerorez 
Hamitton) (Middlesex, Ealing}: No 
information of the character which the 
hon. Baronet refers to has been received 
by the Admiralty; but in past years 
there have been complaints that British 
fishermen have been subject to molesta- 
tion from foreign fishermen ; and, with 
the view of giving more effective pro- 
tection to the fishermen on the East 
Coast, a cruiser has been set apart to 
take on board fishermen pilots. I will, 
however, direct inquiries to be made. 


MOTIONS. 
fe 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (WEDNES- 
DAY SITTINGS). 

Ordered, That the Standing Orders of the 
House relating ‘to Wednesday Sittings be sus- 
pended To-morrow.—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


Ordeved, That the Order of the Day for re- 
suming the Adjourned Debate on the Second 
Reading of the Tenants’ Relief (Ireland) Bill 
have precedence next after the Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation) Bill.—(4r. Chancellor of 
the Eacheguer.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

— el 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 

(Mr. Courtney, Mr.. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Jackson.) 
COMMITTEE, 

Order for Committee read. | 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker’ do now leave'the 
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LAND LAW—TRANSFER OF LAND— 
LEGISLATION, © 
QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) said, he was constrained to 
repeat the Question regarding Land 
Law Reform put to the noble Lord the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer earlier in 
the Sitting. He trusted the noble Lord 
would pardon him if he said that the 
answer which was returned to his Ques- 
tion was not calculated to facilitate the 
progress of Business. [* Oh, oh!’’} 
All he wished to know was, whether or 
not the Government had made up their 
minds as to the course they would take 
on the subject? Ifthe noble Lord said 
they had not, he would be quite content 
with that answer. He had put the Ques- 
tion to the noble Lord with a sincere 
desire to learn what the intention of the 
Government was in connection with this 
important matter; and he might add 
that the subjects referred to in it were 
totally distinct from what was ordinarily 
meant by the term of land transfer. It 
was a subject in which he felt a great 
interest, and one in regard to which he 
intended to submit proposals to Parlia- 
ment next Session. If the Government 
did not deign to give him a satisfactory 
answer he would take his own course 
upon the subject. He submitted that it 
would not be unreasonable that the noble 
Lord should indicate the scope of a mea- 
sure upon such an important subject 
which they intended to bring forward 
next Session; and, in any case, he 
hoped he would get a more courteous 
answer than the noble Lord had given 
him a few minutes ago. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpontpn CxHurcuity) 
(Paddington, 8.): I can assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that I intended 
no discourtesy to him ; and if he thinks 
my answer discourteous I must apolo- 
gize fairly and freely. I did not intend 
any discourtesy; but I do still think 
really and truly that the question is un- 
reasonable. He asks the Government 
to state whether or not they have made 
up their minds as to the exact scope of 
a very difficult and complicated measure 
which the Lord Chan¢éellor intends to 
submit to Parliament next Session. How 
can we tell that, at the present, moment, 
with regard to a measure very technical 
and very difficult? The right hon, Gen- 


Consolidated Fund, {Suvreupan)91, 1886} 
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tleman must see that the inquiry is-al- 
remature ; and I will rankly 
confess that I am myself perfectly in- 
tent to deal with the question 
the hon. Member (Mr. Egerton Hub- 
bard) raises. I have little or no 
knowledge of the difficult questions in- 
volved, and I do not take upon myself 
—I would not be presumptuous enough 
—to attempt. to give any expression of 
opinion which mi lead or mislead the 
House on the subject. I cannot answer 
the Question of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I do not think it is a Question 
which, under ordinary circumstances, he 
can expect the Government to answer. 
The measure to be introduced next Ses- 
sion will, on its introduction, either 
satisfy the right hon. Gentleman, or it 
will not; if it does not, then it will be 
open to him to object to it tn tofo, or else 
to endeavour to enlarge it or amend it. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS—POLL- 
ING PLACES IN COUNTIES. 
OBSERVATION. 

Mr. WADDY (Lincolnshire, Brigg) 
said, he had to complain that the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Home 
Secretary had answered his Question on 
the subject of polling places in a some- 
what loose fashion ; and he would again 
appeal to the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman to make inquiry into what 
was a crying hardship in rural districts, 
fixtures being made constantly in such 
a way that men, although by statute re- 
quired to go-only two or three miles to 
record their votes, were called upon to 
go four five, six, and even seven miles, 

Tuz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
trae HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Marttuews) (Birmingham, E,), in reply, 
said, he was not aware in what res 
his answer was unsatisfactory to the 
hon.;and learned Gentleman. At any 
rate, he eould give him no other. The 
only information he had on the subject 
was that in the county which the hon. 
and learned Member represented a very 
large number of rural voters went to the 
poll, so that the difficulty could not have 
been very great there. The Statute, as 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was 
aware, did not in terms require, but sug- 
gested that the Quarter Sessions sho 
provide polling stations, so that noperson 
should, required to walk more than 
three miles. He had no authority to 
interfere. with the. discretion of the 
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Gourts of Quartér Sessions ; ‘but he had 
no doubt that if complaint was made.in 
the proper quarter of a ‘real ‘practical 
ship the inconvenience would be 
remedied at ones. As at present ad- 
vised, it did not: seem to him that the 
Statute itself was ‘unreasonable in its 
provisions, or called for fresh legisla- 
tion. 
Question put, and agreed fo. 
Bill considered in. Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clauses 1 and 2 severally agreed to. 


Clause 3 (Appropriation of sums voted 
for supply se tloast, 


Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.): I beg to move, Sir, that you do 
report Progress. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘ That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Jr, 
Seaton.) 


Tre CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpvotra Cuvnrcett) 
(Paddington, 8.): I’ venture to make 
some inquiry as to the reasons of this 
rather unexpected and strange Motion. 
I cannot account for itin any way. The 
hon. Member must be aware that any 
postponement of the stages of the Appro- 
priation Bill now will lead to the greatest 
possible inconvenience to the House, and 
to all the authorities, officially and other- 
wise, connected with Parliament ; and I 
cannot think that it ¢an be the desire of 
the hon. Member to, wnnecessarily, or 
without any serious catse, inflict that 
very great and almost immeasurable in- 
convenience upon the House and the 
officers of the House. The hon: Mem- 
ber must see that a Motion like that he 
has proposed cannot be seriously con- 
sidered by Her Majesty’s Government, 
if he does not condescend to give some 
kind of reason for it. The Government 
has been perfectly frank with the House, 
having stated beforehand their ‘inten- 
tions with regard to’ the course of Public 
Business. Their declaration of their in- 
tention has not hitherto raised a single 
protest from any hon. Member ‘in any 
quarter of the Howse.’ As ‘to the mea- 
sure the hon. Member is interested’ in, 
he will, doubtless, be inclined'to admit 
that the Government have more than 
fulfilled the pledges they gave. They 
have put aside a’ ‘whole Sitting of the 
House for the second reading of the 


Mr. Matthews 
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Bill, and have ‘taken utions that 
another whole Sitting shall be devoted 
to the discussion upon it. 

Mr. SEXTON : The noble Lord’s ex- 
lanation has not made it clear how the 
usiness of the House can possibly be 

disarranged by the adoption of my 
Motion. I was not aware that two 
stages of the Appropriation Bill could 
be taken together to-night—namely, the 
discussion on the Motion that the Speaker 
do leave the Chair, and the Committee 
stage. [**No,no!’’)] Can two stages 
be taken to-morrow? 

Lord RANDOLPH @HURGHILL: 
No. 

Mr. SEXTON: I am not disposed to 
persevere with my Motion, if it is made 
elear to me that we shall beable to bring 
forward for discussion those’ points 
which we are anxious to raise. 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHUROHILL: 
Any pvints hon. Members wish to direct 
attention to can be discussed on the 
third reading. The Government had 
the idea that hon. Members would 
avail themselves of the third reading for 
raising discussions; and, therefore, lL have 
moved the suspension of the Standing 
Orders for to-morrow’s Sitting. in order 
that the debate may continue ‘after 6 
o’clock. 

Mr. SEXTON: In that case Iwill 
withdraw my Motion. ‘ Will ‘the noble 
Lord ‘be in a position to-morrow to state 
definitely whether they intend to allow 
a grant to the Belfast Royal Hospital ; 
and, if not,' whether théy intend that 
the Hospital shall receive the victims of 
the new rioting in Belfast for nothing ? 


Motion; by leave, withdrawn: 
Clause agreed to. 
Remaining Clauses agreed to, 


Bill: reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time .7o-morfow. 


TENANTS’ RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 
(Mr. Parnell, Mr. Sexton, Mr. Dillon, Mr. T. P. 
0’ Connor, Mr. John Pinkerton,-Mr. Mahony.) 

[arti 47.] ‘sECoND READING: — 

ADJOURNED, DEBATE... [SECOND NIGH. ] 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment. proposed : to 
Question [20th September], ‘‘That the 
Bill be now réad a second’ time,’’ |: 

And whith Athendsient was, 

“fo leave out trot ‘thie’ word “That” to the 

énd of the Question, in order to add the words 
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“ in the opinion of this House it is i 


inexpedient, 
the present time, to make further altera- 
fon in the Irish “Vand Laws,” —(Mr. Penrose 
Fitsgerald,) 
—instead thereof. 
Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
words proposed to S left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne): Mr. Speaker, I hope that I shall 
not have occasion to detain the House 


at any great length while I make a 
very few observations on the Bill now 
before us. The debate was wound up 


last night in a speech from the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman o ite 
(Mr. Matthews) of great ability. I can- 
not help regretting, however, that the 
first occasion upon which the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman should have ad- 
dressed the House should be an occasion 
upon which; in rather hard‘ and high 
and imperious tones, he repudiated any 
prospect upon this question of recon- 
ciliation and harmony between the Go- 
vernment, of which he is a Member, and 
the majority of his own coun en. 

Tae SECRETARY: or STATE for 
tos HOME. DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Martruews) (Birmingham, E.): I am 
not an Irishman. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I beg the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman to 
pardon my mistake. I regret that I 
should have fallen into error; but I 
suppose that I was led into it by the 
previous connection of the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman with an Irish 
constituency, and the zeal which. he 
previously evinced in his support of 
the views entertained by the great ma- 
jority of the Irish Members. Well, Sir, 
it is quite true, as the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman said last night, when 
he told us that the Government, by the 
mouth of the noble Lord the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in conceding a day 
for this discussion, had warned the 
House that there was very little pros- 
pect of the Government coming, in the 
slightest degree, into agreement with 
the proposals of the hon. Member for 
Cork (Mr. Parnell). \ It'is quite trué 
the noble Lord’ said that; but; while 
admitting that the noble Lord carefully 
took that. position, I ventured, at the 
time, to entertain a hope that, upon exa- 
mination, it might be found that the 
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might not wholly unacceptable: to 
the Government. In: the interval; and 
during the course of the discussion that 
followed, that hope, which I entertained 
before the Bill was brought in, has been 
strengthened rather than weakened; 
because, in that interval, we have seem 
more and more reason why the Govern- 
ment should not throw away a single 
possible opportunity of assenting to any 
reasonable proposal of a conciliatory and 
harmonious kind. The position of the 
Government as regards the maintenance 
of social order in Ireland, the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite(Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) will agree with me, is not alto- 

her a smooth or an easy one. The 
right hon. Baronet, I am sure, had that 
feeling in his mind when proposing, 
during the coming autumn and winter, 
the carrying out of a firm and a stern 
administrative policy, such as in 1883-4 
and half of 1885 was attempted to be 
carried’ out, and was carried out with 
some degree of success, by my noble 
Friend (Earl Spencer). But the right 
hon. Baronet, and. the Government as 
well, must feel that there are great and 
remarkable disadvantages in their case 
compared with the position of / Earl 
Spencer. For one thing, Earl Spencer 
and his administration had the advan- 
tage, so far as it was one—and he (Earl 
Spencer) undoubtedly thought it was 
one—of the Crimes Act. The right 
hon. Baronet, however, has no such 
instrument as that at his disposal. An- 
other thing, I remember, is that when 
Earl Spencer was able to keep a kind 
of order the branches of the Land 
League were then only scores, where 
now, since the Conservatives came into 
power last year, they are numbered by 
hundreds, or thousands. These are two 
enormous disadvantages ; but there is a 
third which should make the Govern- 
ment especially careful to do all they 
can, as 1 say; to throw away no oppor- 
tunity of conciliating Irish feeling, and 
to removeexcuses, pretexts, and all good 
or bad reasons for Irish disorders. And 
the third reason why the Government 
should give no pretext or reason for the 
occurrence of disorder is that the Govern- 
ment themselves, by the answer given 
by the noble Lord opposite last Wednes- 
day, have, promised to bring in legisla- 
tion of the utmost, importance, which 
must unsettle a great. deal-in Ireland, 
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whether it settles anything else or not. 
That promise has, undoubtedly, raised 
expectancy and created a suspense in 
the minds of the people, which makes 
it all the more desirable that the Go- 
verument should do the best they can 
to remove every excuse for an outbreak 
of social disorder. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Secretary. of 
State for the Home Department told 
us, in plain and straightforward terms 
last night, that the Government would 
not assent to the second reading of the 
Bill of the hon. Member for Cork, as 
they did not believe it was in any way 
necessary or justifiable. I am not going 
to labour the point as to the fall in 
prices; but I must say it seems to me 
that the hon. Member for Cork made out 
a case under that head which has not in 
the least degree been overthrown, either 
by the figures of the hon. Member for 
Cambridge (Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald) or 
any of those who came after him, includ- 
ing the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Solicitor General for Ireland (Mr. Gib- 
son). ee eat Well, I know that 
a considerable number of statistics were 
adduced on the other side of the House, 
but those statistics were not really 
tested and measured; and I will only 
give one instance of the want of proper 
preparation which marked a great deal 
of the criticism under that head. The 
hon. Member for Cork stated—what was 
not denied by the hon. Member for 
Cambridge, aud what was admitted by 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland on the 
previous day—that there had been an 
enormous fall in the prices of butter and 
of stock. But the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman the Solicitor General for lreland 
got up and said with an air of triumph— 
** Ah! but there is a rise of 60 per cent 
in the price of wool.” Now, what does 
that amount to? I am not going to 
weary the House with many figures. 
These are the only figures I mean to 
read ; but they will enable the House to 
see what weight ought to attach to this 
enormous rise of 60 per cent in the price 
of wool, and how little that rise affects 
the argument of the hon. Member for 
Cork. I have here a Return which was 
prepared by very competent authorities 
in Ireland when I was at Dublin Castle, 
This estimated Return shows that the 
gross value of the crops grown in Ire- 
land in 1885 was £29,873,000. The 
value of milk and its products is taken 
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' {OOMMONS} oo!) (relandy Bill. 1136 


at £14,000,000. The sum estimated for 
live stock is £16,800,000. | Now, ‘on the 
other side of the question, the total of 
the wool, the increase in the price of 
which has so rejoiced the hon. and 
learned Gentleman, was only £320,000. 
So that, while there was a depreciation in 
the prices of produce and stock valued 
at £30,000,000, all that could be said on 
the other side was that there was an in- 
crease in the prices of an article which 
represented £320,000. I do not believe 
any of the other figures were more valu- 
able as an argument in respect of the fall 
of prices. I am not going tolabour, either, 
the question whether or not the Land 
Commissioners did take into account a 
probable fall in prices when awarding 
judicial rents. All I know is, that when 
I left Ireland the universal opinion—I 
think I may say not only among the 
artizans of the hon. Member for Cork, 

ut also among those who look at the 
question in a more impartial way—was 
that rents had not been valued with a 
view to leaving a margin for a possible 
depreciation in prices. The hon. Mem- 
ber for North Meath (Mr. Mahony), who 
has been an Assistant Commissioner, 
has given us his testimony on the point ; 
and [ may say that not very long ago I 
met another Assistant Commissioner, a 
gentleman who has been at work since 
the commencement of the Act, and is at 
work at this moment, and he assured 
me that it was a matter of common 
notoriety that the Sub-Commissioners, 
in fixing rents, had simply looked back 
upon an average of five or six years, 
and had not louked forward to the pro- 
babilities of the future with a view of 
making allowance for a fall. This gen- 
tleman told me, too, that since the de- 
preciation became very marked and de- 
cisive the reductions in rent had been 
very much larger, and had brought the 
rent much lower down in proportion to 
the Poor Law valuation than had been 
the case anterior to the Ist of January, 
1885. I took the trouble to verify, by 
looking at his awards, that gentleman’s 
statement, and I found that his statement 
was fully borne out by the actual figures 
of those awards. I need not, however, 
dwell at all on these points; because, 


after all, the remarks of the right hon. 
of 


aud learned Gentleman the 

State for the Home Department did not 
deal'so much with the merits of the Bill 
as with the contention of my right hon. 
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Friend the Member for Mid Lothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone), that the ap- 
pointment of the Commission does, in 
fact, constitute a primd facie ease for the 
second reading of the Bill now before 
the House. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman denied that the terms of the 
Reference of the Commission bore out 
my right hon. Friend’s contention, that 
the Government must have some infor- 
mation which led them to suppose that 
it was at least a possibility, that judicial 
rents had been fixed too high in view of 
the depression which has since taken 
place in the value of produce. He 
read the terms of the Reference to the 
Commission, and he laid great stress 
on the words ‘‘if any,’ as if it was 
meant to imply that there was no depre- 
ciation in prices. What did Lord Salis- 
bury say? The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman was very indignant with my 
right hon. Friend the Member for Mid 
Lothian, because he did not quote the 
very words of Lord Salisbury. I do not 
think that a quotation of the very words 
of Lord Salisbury in any way shakes 
my right hon. Friend’s case, or the case 
of those who say that the position of the 
Government really indicates the possi- 
bility of such legislation as this, in some 
form or other, being expedient. Lord 
Salisbury said— 

“‘T have great doubts whether this inability 
to pay is true to a great extent.’’ 

You see, Lord Salisbury did not imply 
that it did not exist to any extent. Then 
Lord Salisbury went on to say— 

“But if it should turn out that the Courts 
have made blunders, and that there is that im- 
possibility in any case of paying rent, I think 
it is not the landlords who should bear the 
loss; I think this would be one of the cases 
for the application of the principle of purchase 
by the State.”"—(3 Hansard, [308] 67-8-9 ) 

The right hon. Baronet opposite the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland also, on the 
23rd of August, used these words— 

‘* Her Majesty's Government have never, 
frem the beginning of this matter, looked upon 
the Commissioners who have decided rents as 
infallible, either in their method or in their 
knowledge of the question. We admit that it 
is possi that they may have been wrong; 
and, therefore, we include this matter in the 
au which we propose,’’—({3 Hansard, [308] 
298. 

But the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man opposite (Mr. Matthews) complains 
of my right hon, Friend for applying a 
strained and undue interpretation to the 
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terms of the Reference and to the posi- 
tion taken by the Members of the Go- 
verament. I should like to argue that 
pe Let us see what the Government 
avesaid. They have admitted, at any 
rate, that there is a possibility that the 
awards of the Commissioners may have 
been erroneous, and that blunders may 
have been made. [ Afinisterial laughter. | 
Oh, yes; but thatisso. Now, upon that 
admission, the hon. Member for Cork and 
those who support his Bill found the 
case for such a Bill as is now before us. 
Suppose your Commissioners should ulti- 
mately report that rents in some cases 
have been too higk. [‘‘No, no!”’} 
But you cannot deny the possibility of 
that being the tenour of their Report; 
you admit the point to be a doubtful 
one; by the mouth of the Chief Secre- 
tary you have admitted it to bean open 
question. Well, the Bill treats it as an 
open question, and does no more than 
treat it as an open question. [*‘ Oh, 
oh!”?] I say it does no more. The Ist 
clause gives a purely judicial discretion to 
a judicial tribunal. The Bill makes the 
Land Court do in detail, in cases as they 
arise, what your Commissioners have to 
do vaguely and at large. Is it not a 
fair statement of the purport of the Bill 
that the Land Court becomes under this 
Bill a Commission of Inquiry, though a 
Commission, 1 am glad to admit, with 
executive powers ? The Bill does, ia fact, 
meet, though it does not decide, the point 
raised by Lord Salisbury himself of ulti- 
mate compensation by the State, if Par- 
liament should think fit to accept Lord 
Salisbury’s policy. What he says is that 
if it should turn out that the Courts 
have made blunders, and that there is 
an impossibility in any case of rent 
being paid, it is not the landlords who 
should bear the loss. Now, whether 
Lord Salisbury’s view of compensation 
to the landlords out of the funds of the 
State be right or wrong, the Bill does 
not close—dves not prejudge—the ques- 
tion whether the State or the landlord 
is to bear the loss. All that the Bill is 
founded upon, and what I chiefly value 
it for, is that if, in Lord Salisbury words, 
it should turn out that the Courts have 
made blunders, and that there is an im- 
possibility in any cases of rents being 
id, is the position that, whatever may 
be the rights between the landlords 
and the State, at any rate it is not 
the tenants who should bear the loss 
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man ed how we were ‘to find out | j 


whether there has been blundering and 
consequent hardship? But how is your 
Commission to find it out, except by 
going into given individual cases? How 
are you so likely to get at cases of hard- 
ship, severity, and impossibility to pay 
rent so conveniently as by giving an 
open aceess'to a Court?) The right hon. 
and learned Gentleman said it would take 
years to investigate all the cases that 
may arise; but that is an objection that 
must apply quite as much to the Com: 
mission of the Government as it does to 
the Bill. To make Lord Salisbury’s pro- 
posed compensation in given cases 

sible, how are you going to find out the 
eases except by judicial inquiry and in- 
vestigation in Court ? I hope some Mem- 
ber of the Government will meet that 
argument for the Bill. Our contention 
is—my contention at least is, in giving 
my support to the Bill—that it provides 
a better machinery and a better method 
for answering your own questions which 
you have put to your own Commission. 
It gives you a practised tribunal which 
has enormous daily experience gained 
by dealing with the very matter in hand, 
and it insists upon particular and specific 
proof coming from the parties concerned. 
The hon. Member for Oambridge asks 
the hon. Member for Oork to show how 
the Land Court is to distinguish between 
what he calls the “can’t pays’’) from 
the “ won’t pays”? The hon. Member 
for Cambridge cannot have very well 
mastered the details of the Bill, for they 
show that the difficulty cannot arise. ‘The 
Court will not have to distinguish be- 
tween those who cannot pay and those 
who will not pay; because the onus pro- 
bands, the burden of proof, that a tenant 
cannot pay is thrown by the Bill upon the 
tenant who makes the application to the 
Court. I am so ‘anxious that the House 
should understand the case for the Bill, 
whieh, to my sincere regret-~and I say 
it in good faith—the Government are 
going to throw out—I am so anxious 
that the case should be understood, that 
I should like to point out three’or four 
other objections that might have been 
easily obviated and met, if the Govern- 
ment would only have accepted the prin- 
ciple that there may be cases in which 
there is a bond fide impossibility te pay 
rent owing ‘to the fall of prices, and that 


it is desirable that these cases should be 
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investi by the Land Court, and a 
mdsciat decision come to upon the merits 
of the cases. It has been said, as a rea- 
son why the Government cannot support 
the Bill, that the deposit of 50-per cent 
of the antecedent arrears of the rent is 
much too small. If that-be all, why 
should ‘not the Government have tried 
to alter the terms of the Bill and have 
raised the deposit from 50 to, say, 75 
per cent? «I do not-say I am personally 
in favour of that course; but it is ob- 
vious that: the objection to the Bill, that 
the amount of the deposit is too low, cau 
be met by an Amendment in Committee. 
It is said that very few landlords, and 
no good landlords, would evict if tenants 
offered what the hon. Member for Cork 
first proposed — namely, a deposit of 
75 per cent. I daresay that is so; but, 
if this be your objection, you can easily 
set it right in Committee: A second 
objection is that the Bill gives relief to 
tenants whose inability to pay arises not 
from a fall im prices, but from faults of 
their own, from excessive: drinking of 
whisky, or excessive subscribing to testi- 
monials: What could have been easier 
than ‘to remedy what I think is an 
unfortunate omission in ‘the Bill, by 
providing) in half-a-dozen words that a 
tenant must show that his inability 
arose, as is assumed in the Preamble, 
from the fall in prices? Another objec- 
tion is that it is said the Bill would give 
eompulsory credit for half the rent, to 
every tenant who chooses to come to the 
Court, until his:case is disposed of. It 
has also been maintained that the Bill 
takes stock out of possible assets. Now, 
both the hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Solicitor General for Ireland and the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment made a mountain out of the mole- 
hill contained in this provision as: to 
stock. Does not everyone it the House 
see that the question whether the stock 
should; or should’ not, be:an asset is a 
matter which could. be settled ‘in an 
hour in Committee? In saying that, I 
pronounce no opinion on the merits of 
making stock an asset; but itis idle to 
refuse a second reading to a Bill of this 
importance and urgency, on account of 
objections which can so easily be met. 
It would have been easier for the Go- 
vernment to provide, as they were bound 
to do by the terms of the «Reference: to 
the Commission and by the language of 








a ee ee 











1141 


Tenants? Relief 

their: own speeches, all the’ 
and limitations which the -ingenuity of 
hon. Members opposite could have in- 
vented. I:do not say that ‘all of us on 
this side would have approved of all 
those limitations; but you have a ma- 
jority—-I wish you were going to put it 
to better use~and you might have 
moulded: the Bill in its details: You 
might have made it a condition that the 
Court should dismiss appli¢ations sum- 
marily, where it should appear that the 
landlord has made an offer that the 
Court thinks reasonable. Landlords 
might also have had power given them, 
during the period of suspension, to apply 
tothe Court forleave to issue an execution, 
if it should appear that crops or stock 
were being improperly made away with. 
It might also have softened the preju- 
dices of hon. Members opposite, though 
I should have regarded the condition 
with great disfavour, if it had been pro- 
vided that the remitted arrears should 
be charged upon the tenant right for 
a certain number of years, say three 
or four, on the ground, which lawyers 
understand, that a tenant ought» not to 
acquire a right to retain his holding by 
a reduction of liabilities such as the Bill 
would provide for, and then pocket all 
the money which might actually come 
to him from the sale of the tenant right 
on quitting his holding. These are points 
in which the Bill might -have been modi- 
fied; and I think it probable that the 
hon. Member for Cork and his Friends 
would have been willing to consent to 
some of these modifications rather than 
the Bill should make shipwreck. Fur- 
ther, it would have been possible to in- 
troduce provisions by which all the dis- 
honest practices indicated ‘by speakers 
on that side of the House might have 
been ‘entirely: frustrated and. rendered 
impossible. I cannot help thinking that 
the landlords are making, not for the 
first time in their history, a grievous mis- 
take im allowing this: Bill to be thrown 
out. I hope no worse thing may befall 
them: ' The effect of passing this Bill 
would have been, for one thing, to shift 
the odium of refusing »a reduction, in 
eases in which reduction is not justified 
by the circumstancesof the tenants, from 
the landlords:to the Court ;»and I sub- 
mit to bon: Gentiemen’ opposite from 
Treland that that: would have ‘been: no 
small advantage ‘to the landlord in the 
relations: between himself and the teu-~ 
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ant.. What have the landlords to fear 
from the cases going into Oourt? If 
their position is just; if there is no case 
for a reduction in consequence of de- 
preciation ; if the tenant who makes ap- 
— im a given case is able te pay 

is rent, so far as the fall in prices 
affects his ability, why need the landlord 
fear any wrorg being done or inflicted 
upon him? Perhaps the right hon..and 
learned Gentleman will take the oppor- 
tunity later on of explaining that to the 
House. For my part, I cannot. see it, 
From the point of view of the Executive 
Government, everything was to be gained 
by avoiding such collisions as are too 
likely to take place if the tenants who 
are unable to pay their rents from causes 
not under their own control are evicted 
and thrown out. It is quite as much 
the interest of the Executive Govern- 
ment, as it is the interest of the landlords, 
to get these cases into Court—to get the 
eases heard, so that there may be no 
sense of latent grievance in the minds 
of the tenants, and no want of confidence 
in the mind of the country at large, and 
no feeling in this country that, injustice 
is being done. It would have strength- 
ened the hands of the Government in 
whatever direction they may have elected 
to proceed as regards legislation in the 
future, and it would have mitigated the 
relations between landlord and tenant, 
if an assent had been given to the 
second reading of this Bill, subject 
to such modifications as IL have indi- 
cated. I am glad, Sir, to gather, from 
the line taken almost unanimously. by 
those who have spoken on that side of 
the House, that the necessity which has 
given rise to this Bill is bringing home 
to the minds of hon. Gentlemen, from 
Treland the necessity and the expediency 
of getting the Land Question settled on 
a firm and stable basis.. Sir, I have 
always contended, for my part, that it 
is impossible to have social order in Ire- 
land restored until you have the Land 
Question: dealt with ina \bold and 
courageous spirit. [‘‘ Hear, hear!” } 
Yes; but Ido not consider that it will 
be dealt with ina bold and courageous 
spirit, if you are going to make the Im- 
perial State the direct landlord of the 
tenants of Ireland, and if you are going 
to advance millions of money; as you 
are, about probably to do, from the 
British Exehequer., That solution is im- 
possible,'unless you have aa Lrish State 
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authority inte as a buffer between 
the tenant and the State landlord. I 
agree most fully that you may deal, and 
will probably find it convenient to deal, 
with these two questions in distinct 
measures; but I submit that the course 
of this debate has shown that even you 
on that side know that it is impossible 
to have peace in Ireland so long as you 
have a great body of tenants in Ireland 
in the relations that now exist between 
themselves and the body of gentle- 
men whom, by a long and unfortunate 
tradition, they have been brought to 
regard with feelings of the utmost hos- 
tility. 

Coroner KING-HARMAN (Kent, 
Isle of Thanet): No, no! 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: What, the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman says no such 
feelings exist! 

Coroner. KING-HARMAN : I say 
not for a long time—not for five years. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Does the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman say that 
this relation—this hostility between the 
landlord and tenant in Ireland is only 
a matter of five years, and do hon. Gen- 
tlemen approve of the statement! Why, 
Sir, what is the whole history of Ireland 
but a history of an incessant land war ? 
What has been the reason and justifica- 
tion for all your lovg array of Coercion 
Acts, if it has not been for the land 
war? [‘“No, no!”] Why, does the 
hon, and gallant Gentleman think that 
the White Boys, the Rockites, and all 
the long list of agrarian mutineers, have 
only existed since the hon. Member for 
Cork took part in public affairs? I do 
not wish to use the word offensively ; 
but a more ludicrous contention could 
not possibly be brought forward. A 
noble Duke in ‘‘ another place,” in the 
course of a discussion this Session, found 
great fault with me because I said some- 
where or other that the Irish Jand sys- 
tem has been the most wretched and 
monstrous ever imposed on a country, 
and he said that was a great historical 
misrepresentation. I am not going into 
that question now, and I should not 
have referred to the subject but for 
the astonishing assertion of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman opposite; but I 
say, without fear of contradiction from 
anyone who knows what the history 
of the Land Question in Ireland has 
been, that it has been a most wretched 


and most monstrous system. I am not: 
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now dwelling on the great historic con- 
fiscation ; but I make that assertion, that 
it has been a wretched and monstrous 
system, because your own Commissions—- 
the Deyon Commission, the Riehmond 
Commission, and the Bessborough Com- 
mission—all show it. I say that the 
Irish landlord has been in the habit of 
preventing the Irish tenant from reaping 
the fruits of his industry. It is not. the 
historic confiscations of centuries ago 
that weigh with me, but the constant 
daily confiscation that went on until the 
legislation of my right, hon. Friend the 
Member for Mid Lothian. I am not 
going to prolong this argument. We 
shall have abundant oceasions before we 
part with the Irish Question to go over 
all those points ; but I should have been 
glad if we could have looked forward 
during the coming autumn and winter— 
all of us, in all parts of the House, and 
from all varieties of view—to being in a 
position—free from exposure to dis- 
turbance from agrarian outrage in Ire- 
land—to look fairly into the merits of 
the questions which constitute the Irish 

roblem. I believe the Bill of the hon. 

ember for Cork tends, as nothing else 
can, to give us this chance of a smooth 
and calm autumn and winter, Without 
that, depend upon it, when we meet 
again, whether in February or. earlier, 
the country and the Members of this 
House will not be able to give the Irish 
Question that calm, and full, and reason- 
able consideration which, as we are be- 
ginning to find out by disastrous expe- 
rience, is more urgently than ever de- 
manded. 

Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincoinshire, Slea- 
ford) said, he should not follow the 
right hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down into any controversy as to the. re- 
lations between Irish landlords and ten- 
ants, except to remark that those rela- 
tions had heen greatly aggrs vated since 
the right hon. Member for Mid Lothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone) had. tried to 
deal with the subject. He must also 
tell the right hon. Gentleman, with re- 
ference to his statement that the whole 
tendency of the Reports of the Bess- 
borough and Richmond Commissions 
had gone to prove that the Irish land- 
lords had heen for years engaged in 
depriving Irish tenants of the fruits of 
their industry, that if he would. take 


‘the trouble to study them with a little 


more care he would find that . they 
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pointed to an exactly o te conclu- 
sion. Indeed, asa of that state- 


ment, he might refer to the words of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Mid Lothian, who had declared, on 
the occasion of the passing of the Land 
Act of 1881, that the great majority of 
the Irish landlords had been placed upon 
their trial; and that, having been tried, 
they had been acquitted. The right hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. John Morley) began his 
observations by offering the Government 
some reasons, which he said were far 
stronger than any which existed some 
months ago, for their acceptance of the 
ree of the hon. Member for the 
ity of Cork (Mr. Parnell); and he re- 
minded the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant, in a somewhat ominous tone, 
that no Crimes Act was now in exist- 
ence. ‘ Remember,” said the right hon. 
Gentleman, ‘‘ where some years agothere 
was but one branch of the Land League 
throughout Ireland there were now 20 
or 30.” This was nothing but the argu- 
ment of fear, which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman had used with reference to an- 
other Bill, and which his experience at 
that time should have shown him that 
the House of Commons, and most cer- 
tainly a Conservative Government, was 
not disposed to listen to. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that the fact that 
the Government had resolved upon 
granting a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the working of the Land Act of 
1881 was an additional reason for giving 
support to the Bill of the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork. That was not a 
reasonable view to take of the proposal 
to hold the inquiry. If anything in the 
way of an argument at all, it was an ad- 
ditional reason for postponing legislation 
on the Irish Land Question at the pre- 
sent time. With respect to the question of 
the fall in prices, the right hon. Gentle- 
man dealt with the contention that had 
been frequently used on that side of the 
House, that the Commissioners must 
have taken the fall of prices into 
consideration in’ fixing judicial rents. 
He said that several Land’ Commis- 
sioners whom he had spoken to assured 
him that nothing of the kind was taken 
into account at ‘the time. That only 
showed that these particular Commis- 
siohers wére totally unfitted for the dis- 
charge of ‘the duties with which the 
had’ been’ éntrusted. He’ rememb 
distinctly that' at the time the Land 


| SzrremBrk 21, 1886} 





(Ireland) Bill. 1146 


perros ocr sat whe naerua was 
a general expectation of a fall in prices. 
AP all events, the matter was Frecly 
talked of at the time. There was one 
point upon which the right hon. Gentle- 
man offered no explanation, but which 
he should like to hear explained by 
some hon. Member opposite. He wished 
to know how it was that, although so 
many Irish tenants were unable to pa 
their rents, as the House was informed, 
at the present time, they were always 
able to afford to give such exorbitant 
prices for the tenant right of any de- 
sirable holding? That question must 
be answered before hon. Members could 
justify themselves in supporting the 
roposals of the Bill, for it was abso- 
utely impossible to contend that rents 
could be excessive so long as people 
were found every dayin abundance ready 
to give extravagant prices for the privi- 
lege of paying these alleged excessive 
rents. There was another part of this 
question with which he wished to deal, 
and to which he desired to call the at- 
tention of the hon. Member for the City 
of Cork in particular. Judicial rents 
were not the only things that were au- 
thorized and provided for by the Land 
Act of 1881. That Act also autho- 
rized, among other things, the sale 
of tenant right in many parts of Ire- 
land where it had not previously 
existed. But the Bill of the hon. Mem- 
ber for the City of Cork dealt only 
with the question of the reduction of 
rent; whereas it was obvious that if the 
rents were injuriously affected by the 
fall in prices the value of the tenant 
right must be equally affected by that 
circumstance. The hon. Member for the 
City of Cork professed to be anxious to 
do justice to all parties. He (Mr. Chap- 
lin} should like to know whether the 
hon. Member would accept a modifica- 
tion which would apply the reduction 
asked for not only to rents but to tenant 
rights? He doubted very much whe- 
ther a Bill containing such a provision 
as to reduce the tenant right by one- 
half would be so popular in Ireland. 
The right hon. Member for Mid Lothian 
had contended that the Reference to the 
Commission contained an admission of 
an inability on the part of the tenants 
to pay the judicial rents and a promise to 
afford them relief: But it did not follow 
that because the Government opposed 


this Bill they were determined not to 
[Second Night. ] 
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afford: any other form of relief ‘to ten- 
ants who'were placed in the anfortunate | 
cae of having undertaken to pay @ 


igher judicial rent than the circum: | 


stances of their particular case rendered 
it possible for them to pay. He would 
now deal with the main provisions of 
the Bill for a few moments. ‘The right 
hon. Momber for Mid Lothian had 
taunted the Representatives of the Irish 
agricultural constituencies with having 
nothing whatever to say in opposition 
to the measure of the hon. Member for 
the City of Cork. He, ‘therefore, as 
the Representative of an English agri- 
cultural constituency, desired to state 
the reason why he was altogether op- 
posed to this Bill. He did not think 
that he should err greatly if he were to 
characterize this measure as the most 
extravagant, and he would even say the 
most impudent, proposal that had ever 
been submitted to Parliament: The 
speech in which the hon. Member in- 
troduced his Bill drew more largely on 
the credulity of the House than any 


speech he recollected. The hon. Mem- | i 


ber would have them believe that the 
operation of this Bill would be perfectly 
simple and easy, and that only a limited 
number of tenants would come under its 
consideration. He (Mr. Chaplin) doubted 
if that would be so. All that was in- 
tended was to compel the bad landlords 
in Ireland to do what the good landlords 
in Ireland and in England were already 
doing. He took issue with the hon. 
Member for Cork on each of these 
points; and he held that this Bill did 
pening: more nor less than postpone all 
proceeding for the recovery of one-half 
of the rents in Ireland, in all cases for 
a year, and in many cases for a period 
to which no limit whatever was assigned 
by the Bill. The Bill providedthata judi- 
cial tenant might make a certain appli- 
cation ; and until that was disposed of 
all proceedings, even for the recovery of 
the half-year’s rent, must be suspended 
for an indefinite period of time. What 
must such provisions of necessity lead 
to? The tenant would have to satisfy 
the Oourt of two things—first, that he 
had paid half his rent; and, secondly, 
that he could not pay the balance with- 
out depriving himself of the capital ne- 
cessary for stocking his holding. By 
making such an application the tenant 
had nothing to lose, while he had much 
to gain; and it was not at all impro- 
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bable: that the ° 
would have! the effect of ‘inducing the 
ter spa portion “of the ‘tenants in Ire. 
and: to: make such an’ application ‘to the 
Court. In that case; what -would: be- 
come ofthe assertion of the hon: Mem- 
ber for the Oity of ‘Cork that his Bill 
would apply to the cases of only a small 
number of the tenants? What new 
duties would this measure entail 
the Court? It might, doubtless, be 
easy enough for the Court ‘to satisfy 
itself that half the rent had been paid; 
but how was it to satisfy itself in each 
individual case that the tenant could not 
pay the rest of the rent without de- 
priving himself of sufficient capital to 
earry on and to stock his farm? This 
latter question was one which would de- 
pend upon a great variety of circum- 
stances, each of which: must receive the 
most serious consideration. The pro- 
posal, in fact, would involve acareful per- 
sonal inspection, by a duly qualified 
person, of every single holding with 
+ to which the claim was made ; and 
if he was right in his estimate of the 
probablenumberof claims, it would mean 
a general re-valuation of all the statutory 
holdings in Ireland. He hoped it would 
not be supposed from what he had said 
that he was lacking in sympathy with the 
agricultural tenants in Ireland. He had 
had too much experience himself of agri- 
cultural depression in this country at the 
present time; but he did wish to say 
this, in justification of their brother 
landlords in Ireland—that they were 
laced in a totally different position. 
he landlords in England had never 
come—and he hoped they never might 
—under the sinister influence of the 
legislation of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Mid Lothian. They 
might depend upon it that, if that should 
unhappily oceur, there would be an end, 
as had happened already in {freland, to 
the good feelings which had existed for 
so many years—and, thank God, still 
existed in England—between the land- 
lords on the one hand and those who 
dwelt on their estates on the other. { Mr. 
Munvetta: The Agricultural Holdings 
Act.] The Agricultural Holdings Bill! 
If he remembered right, the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill was notaing but a 
copy of the measure on that subject 
which he had introduced himself on 
two or three occasions previously in 
the House. The legislation of the 
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right hon: Member for » Mid : Lothian | 
had altered: the position! of. the Irish, 
tenant altogether from. what: it bad dor- 
merly ‘been. ‘The Irish tenant was now 
under the, strict, and severe regulation 
of:théaw.:{ The whole matter had been 

r taken out of; the, hands of 
the: lords, and the contract entered 
into was between the tenants on the one 
hand; and: the right. hon. Member for 
Mid Lothian,\as representing the State, 
on the other. The right hon. Gentleman 
had insisted upon depriving the Jand- 
lords of their rights and privileges, and 
had insisted upon the rents being judi- 
cially fixed.., But; on the other. hand, 
the right hon. Gentleman had. induced 
Parliament. to. give the landlords, in 
return, a guarantee that under no cir- 
cumstances would the judicial rents. be 
interfered with for a period of 15 years, 
and that if from any eause the rents 
were not paid they should recover pos- 
session of their land. That was a dis- 
tinct. understanding, and, it was an 
honourable understanding, on the part 
of Parliament, which Parliament, by all 
the pledges it had made, should adhere to. 
If this had been anarrangement between 
individuals, no one would dream of re- 
pudiating it fora moment; and he had 
yet to learn that the honour of Parlia- 
ment and the good faith of the State was 
less to be prized and less to be ob- 
served than that of any individual 
in the country. But he held that Par- 
liament was under an obligation of 
honour to the Irish landlords; but 
although, in his opinion, Parliament 
was barred from further interference 
with the landlords, he did not say there 
might not be further opportunities of 
giving relief to all classes. That was 
the position. which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mid Lothian 
took up last night when he said the 
Solicitor General for Ireland had declared 
against any relief in any shape whatever. 
That was not so. There might possibly 
be cases where tenants were really un- 
able to pay their rents. They might even 
be so numerous—he (Mr. Chaplin) could 
not say, for he had no information—as 
to amount to a national calamity. Buta 
nationalcalamity wasa thing to be borne, 
not by one class, but by all classes of the 
community. Why was that burden to 
be thrown on thelandlordsalone ? The 
Government and the Parliament of that 
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landlords. alone, should.not >ear, the 
burden :in the case ofthe, Arrears Bill; 
and if the necessity forgiving the tenant: 
relief had arisen now, he (Mx. Chaplin): 
knew no reason, why the same princi 
which was adopted then should not be 
adopted in the, coming Session of Par-. 
liament.. Again, there was another mode 
in which relief might be given, though 
he.eonfessed that he (Mr. Chaplin), was 
afraid of jshocking the. susceptibilities 
of hon. tlemen of posite by mention- 
ing it. at, was the cause of this 
trouble at the present time? Hverybod 
admitted that it was caused by the fi 
in prices alone. Then a rise. in pri 
would be the rational and certain remedy 
for the present state of things. Was it 
in their, power to bring about in any 
way @ rise in prices? Of course it was; 
it could be donein a moment. Thehon. 
Member for the City of Cork last night 
gave the House a long list of articles 
the prices of which he said had fallen 
considerably... He, however, much to 
his (Mr, Chaplin’s) surprise, omitted to 
mention one article, He said nothing 
about sheep. Now, as his information 
from Ireland went, sheep had risen very 
considerably in price lately. He (Mr. 
Chaplin) was told that 6s. a-head was 
not too much at which to place the rise 
in price; but that was very judiciously 
omitted by the hon. Member for the 
City of Cork from his list. [An hon. 
Memper : He mentioned mutton.] Yes; 
but he thought the hon. Member for the 
City of Cork said that mutton had fallen, 
and he (Mr. Chaplin) did not under- 
stand how mutton could have fallen and 
sheep had risen. Then the hon, Mem- 
ber mentioned butter. That, no doubt, 
was acommodity of the greatest possible 
importance in.the South of Ireland. But 
why had butter fallen? It had fallen 
from the simplest reason in the world— 
from the enormous increase in the con- 
sumption of American butterine, which 
he (Mr. Chaplin) believed was a nasty 
adulterated. compound of which he 
had very little experience. Well, then, 
why not prohibit, or at all events limit 
considassbio, the sale of butterine in 
Ireland? He was well assured, from 
all the confirmation that reached him, 
that no measure could be more popular 
in the South of Ireland at this time—that, 
in fact, it was. infinitely more fo sees 
than a National Parliament or Home 
Rule for ventilating their obsolete opi- 
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nions. In venturing to express these 
unorthodox opinions, he was well aware 
that he would be told they were contrary 
to the opinions of political economy. 
Political economy, indeed—in Ireland, 
above all places in the world! Why, 
ae economy had been consigned to 

upiter and Saturn years ago by the 
right hon. Gentleman (Mr. W. E. Glad- 
stone), so far as rents were concerned, 
and why on earth, then, should they not 
be accompanied by American butterine ? 
He had mentioned two things which 
might possibly afford means of relief to 
some tenants in Ireland who were suffer- 
ing from the fall in prices, and, for all 
he knew, there might be a great many 
others. He only mentioned these in 
order to show that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mid Lothian and 
his Colleagues, and the hon. Member for 
the City of Cork and his Friends, 
laboured under an entirely erroneous 
assumption when they supposed, because 
Gentlemen on the Ministerial side were 
determined to oppose this particular Bill, 
they were also absolutely opposed, in 
all circumstances, to the giving of reliof 
to the tenants. He hoped the few words 
he had had an opportunity of saying 
that night might, in some degree, remove 
that erroneous impression. He had 
nothing more to add. He was very 
grateful to the House for having listened 
to him so attentively. He thought it 
had been abundantly shown in the course 
of the debate that they could not inter- 
fere further with the rents of the Irish 
landlords until the expiration of the 
statutory period, when, of course, Par- 
liament could do exactly what it pleased 
without a distinct breach of solemn en- 
ga ements of honour and good faith. 
t had also been shown that the neces- 
sity for this Bill had not been proved ; 
and further, if the necessity should be 
proved, that there were other means of 
relief for the distressed tenants which it 
was open to Parliament to adopt. That 
being so, he hoped Parliament would 
offer a determined opposition to the 
passing of a measure which, if carried, 
would cast a merited and standing stigma 
upon its honour and good faith, upon 
the authors of the Land Act of 1881, 
and above all upon the reputation— 
whatever of it still remained after the 
declaration of last night—of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid 
Lothian. 


Mr. Chaplin 
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THe Makovess or HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire, Rossendale): I am aware 
that hon. Members on both sides of the 
House are anxious to arrive, if possible, 
at a decision upon the question which is 
now under discussion, and also that 
there are a large number of Members 
far better qualitied to discuss the details 
and principles of the Bill than I am, 
who have still to address you; and I 
shall, therefore, endeavour to tres 
for as short a time as possible upon the 
time of the House. I can assure it that 
I have no intention of attempting to go 
into the discussion of all the points that 
have been raised in the debate so far as 
it has proceeded. But, Sir, my right 
hon. Friend the Member for Mid Lothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone) made last night 
a somewhat direct appeal to Gentlemen 
sitting on this side of the House, who 
are supposed to be specially pledged to 
the support of the Irish policy of the 
present Government; and he appealed 
to us, as he appealed to every other 
Member of the House, to give a candid 
consideration to the arguments which he 

laced before us. Therefore, I feel 
und, as shortly as I can, to state the 
reasons why I find it impossible to ar- 
rive at the conclusion announced by my 
right hon. Friend the Member for Mid 
Lothian. My right hon. Friend has not 
committed himself to any of the pro- 
posals contained in this measure. He 
has committed himself simply, as I un- 
derstand, to the assertion that a case 
has been shown for a measure of relief 
for some portion of the tenants of Ire- 
land who hold on statutory conditions. 
I shall revert, in a very few minutes, to 
the particular position my right hon. 
Friend has taken up. Before I do so, 
however, I want to point out that my 
right hon. Friend has not only abstained 
from committing himself to the pro- 
posals of the measure, but he has also 
equally carefully abstained from com- 
mitting himself to approval of the 
language and arguments by which it 
has been supported by the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork (Mr. Parnell). My 
right hon. Friend passed by altogether 
and declined to follow the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork either into the ques- 
tion of the fall in prices and its effect 
upon the ability of the tenants to pay, 
or into the statistics which he gave upon 
the subject of evictions. Although my 
right hon. Friend (Mr. John Morley) 
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has to-night ree observations on 
the,subject of the fall of. prices, I have 
observed that he, also, has entirely de- 
clined, to; follow. or to. support, the case 
laid, before the House by the hon, Mem- 
ber. for; the, City of Cork, as;far as it 
rested, upon an alleged increase of evic- 
tions by the landlords for the. payment 
of . impossible ;rents., Now, my. right 
hon, Friend (Mr: W. E. Gladstone) ao 
rested. his support of the second reading 
of the Bill exclusively upon the fact that 
it has been announced by the Govern- 
ment that a Commission is to be issued 
to inquire into the operation of the Land 
Act.in Ireland, and upon the terms of 
Reference to that Commission which 
have been announced in this House. He 
has said that the appointment of that 
Commission contains an admission and 
a promise. Well, Sir, I suppose that to 
some extent it may be said that an un- 
dertaking to inquire imto any matter 
whatever does contain an admission and 
a promise. But I fail to see in this par- 
ticular case that the appointment of a 
Commission, or the terms of the Refer- 
ence to the Commission, bear out the 
contention of my right hon, Friend that 
a case is thereby established for the pre- 
sent relief of any portion of the tenants 
of Ireland. It appears to me that the 
reasons which I gave the Jast time on 
which I ventured to address the House 
on this subject show a good and reason- 
able cause for the appointment of a 
Commission to inquire into the agrarian 
question of Ireland. We all admit—it 
has been admitted again this evening 
by my right hon. Friend the Member 
for Newcastle (Mr. John Morley)—that 
the agrarian. difficulty in Ireland is at 
the root of the whole difficulty of the 
Government of Ireland, It is admitted 
also that the attempt which was made 
by the.legislation of 1881, and by sub- 
sequent legislation, has not altogether 
solved the agrarian difficulty in Ireland. 
It is admitted that the relations between 
landlords and tenants, although I hope 
in many instances they have been im- 
proved, have not been placed upon a 
thoroughly satisfactory footing — that 
the sense of security which it was the 
object of the Act of 1881 to give to the 
tenantry of Ireland, and thus induce 
them to devote their, time and their 
energy to the. improvement of. their 
holdings, has not been. fully realized. 
The fact. is admitted that, the system of 
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double ownership which was established 
by the Act of 188f has not been, up to 
the present time, a complete success. Tt 
ppears to me, therefore, that the time 

now, fully ripe for an inquiry, and 
a complete inquiry, into the reasons 
which have prevented that legislation 
from having all the beneficial effects 
which were anticipated from it, and for 
endeayouring to ascertain what is the 
cause of the partial failure of that legis- 
lation. At the same time, when t 
inquiry is instituted, it is perfectly i 
sonable that, amongst other things, the 
Commissioners should be directed to in- 
quire what are the causes which have 
impeded and frustrated the beneficial 
operation of the Act, and whether those 
causes are mainly due to the impedi- 
ments which have been placed in its way 
by the action of the National League ; 
or whether they are in any degree due 
to bad times and the fall in prices, which 
undoubtedly have had a very consider- 
able effect upon the interests of all 
classes connected with agriculture during 
the last few years. At the same time, I 
must say that I do not find that there is 
in the terms of this Reference to the 
Commission any such admission as that 
which is alleged by my right hon. Friend 
to be found there—that there are in Ire- 
land at this moment judicial rents which 
the tenants are incapable of paying, and 
that a case is thereby established for the 
suspension of the ordinary process of 
the law for the p ose of recovering 
those rents. An ir, I venture to 
think that, up to a very short time ago, 
my right hon. Friend himself did not 
find in the appointment of this Com- 
mission any reason for establishing the 
admission which he now seeks to draw. 
My right hon. Friend, on the 24th of 
Suguat spoke, after the terms of the 
Reference to the Commission had been 
made known to the House, and upon the 
Motion of the hon. Member for the City 
of Cork (Mr. Parnell). Now, the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork asked the 
House to declare that there was in Ire- 
land, on account of the fall of prices, a 
state of things which would make it im- 
possible for the Irish tenants during the 
coming winter to pay their rents. My 
right a Friend’s words, in speaking 
to the Motion of the hon, Member for 
the City of Cork, were these— 

“TI can perfectly understand why, with the 
knowledge which the hon. Member possesses, 
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un 
dimoaty of the payment of rentt in er 
respecting the probability of evictions, in which 
it ag ry be warrantable on my part to 
join, though, on the other hand, it is not in my 
eee to assert the contrary of what has been 
ral ted b i ey tleman, The reason oak 
C) w enter into a proceeding of 
kind is this—that I think; upon the whole, ‘tis is 
fon the advantage of the country that no at- 
should be made by. the House at large, 
istinguished from the Representatives of 
Treland, and those who may think fit’ to act 
with son qeecigiads nu a should be made to 


y decision by the 
ones ens upon the the palioy pro ropounded by Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. 





would not be fair to 
the Government; it would not be fair to the 
House.”’—(3 Hansard, [308] 411.) 


Maz. W. E. GLADSTONE: I criticized 
their policy. 

Tue Marquess or HARTINGTON: 
Yes; it is quite true that my right hon. 
Friend did proceed to criticize the policy 
of the Government; but what I desire 
to point out is this—that when my 
right hon, Friend used these words he 
had before him the fact of the appoint- 
ment of the Commission, as well as the 
terms of the Reference to it, and he had 
also before him whatever he has now of 
the admission and the promise. 

Mr. W.E. GLADSTONE: I said the 
same thing then. 

Tae Marquess or HARTINGTON: 
My right hon. Friend may have criti- 
cized the policy of the Government 
in the same terms; but what I am trying 
to point out is that at the time he spoke 
the words which I have quoted he de- 
clined to even join the hon. Member for 
the City of Cork in an expression of 
opinion with regard to the payment of 
rents during the ensuing autumn and 
winter ; and that now he is. prepared, 
not only to join the hon. Member for 
the City of Cork in an expression of 
opinion, but he is also prepared, and has 
pledged himself, to take some action not 
pro: by the Government, which he 
said only a few weeks ago it would be 
unfair on the part of the House to at- 
tempt. Now, I maintain that, in order 
to justify such legislation as is proposed 
by the hon. Member for the City of 
Cork, it would be incumbent upon him 
to place before the House a case of over- 
whelming strength—a case very differ- 
ent, indeed, to that which he has pre- 
sented to the House. The hon. Member 


for the City of Cork has. presented to 
The Marquess of Hartington 
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fall ,of , prices. and, partly, upon Ba. in- 
crease, in the . number; of..,evictions, 
Now, Iam not going to discuss, these 
two points at any length. They have 
been already tolerably fully discussed, 
and will, ‘no; doubt, . receive , further 
elucidation in the eourse of the de- 
bate. But as to the question of. prices, 
it ig not, necessary for us to assume that 
the Commissioners had, in fixing the judi- 
cial rents, in their minds.such a fall of 
of prices as has taken place. If we are to 
doubt the fairness of the rent we want to 
consider a t many things besides this 
question of prices. We know that the 
rents. were fixed at a time very lear 
succeeding a period of great 

distress, a period of —_ ae 
and what we want to know is, not merely 
what the prices. were which the Commis- 
sioners thought would be obtained for 
agricultural produce, but what they con- 
sidered would be the probable value of 
the out-turn of the produce of the hold- 
ing of which they were settling the rent. 
I maintain that it is not at all proved 
that the Commissioners have over-esti- 
mated, in any of the cases where they 
have decided the rent, the probable pre- 
sent value of the agricultural out-turn 
of the holding. Then, as to evictions, 
the hon. Member for the City of Cork 
says that the Return of evictions is very 
alarming; but he is obliged to admit 
that during the last quarter of 1885 and 
during the first quarter of 1886 they 
were actually decreasing; and if there 
is an increase in the second quarter of 
the present year, or in the time which 
has elapsed of the present quarter, the 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Soli- 
citor General for Ireland has shown, in 
his speech last. night, that that is only 
in accordance with what has taken place 
in previous years, and that an increase 
in the number of evictions hes always 
taken place in these special quarters in 
which it is now alleged that the increase 
is so alarming. But before the House 
can proceed to pass legislation of this 
character—founded upon a Return of 
evictions, it appears tome that we want 
to know a great deal more upon the sub- 
jeet of the evictions than we can obtain 
from the bare Return quoted by the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork. He stated, 
and I believe it will not be denied, that 
in this Return are ineluded a large num- 
ber of evictions for other causes than 
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ment of rent, befor the House draws a 
definite and’ final eoritlusion from ‘the 
figutes quoted it ‘will be’ necessary to 
know how many’of them @re°for fion- 
payment “of rent recently due, or for 
atreats long ‘standing, ‘the existence of 
which’ arrears shows that the tenants’are 
either unable or unwilling to pay any 
rent at all for’ the holdings they now 
decupy. Tt would; I think, also'be de- 
sirable that we should know something 
of the proportion of these evictions for 
non-payment of rent which’ have taken 
placé, or tire taking place, on the hold- 
ings which’ aré ‘under statutory ‘condi- 
tions. But without any information of 
this kind, and solely upon ‘a bare Return 
ot a certain increase in the number of 
evictions, we are asked to proceed with 
legislation which, at all events, it will 
be adtnitted on both sides of the House 
is of a totally unprecedented and some- 
what revolutionary character. Well, 
Sir, we are told—we have been told to- 
night by my righthon. Friend the Member 
for Newcastle (Mr. John Morley)—that 
this is a question of social order. I cer- 
tainly shall not deny that in Ireland the 
question of social order is, and always 
has been, intimately connected with the 
agrarian ‘condition of the country, and 
more or less with the prevalence, the 
frequency or otherwise, of evictions. But 
when the House is asked to legislate in 
this fashion upon'the rights of property 
for the purpose of securing social order 
in Ireland, it appears to me that it will 
do well to attach a good deal of import- 
ance to what may be the opinion of those 
who are responsible for the government 
of Ireland on this question. There has 
been no responsible Government of Ire- 
land which has ventured to propose such 
legislation as this. Her Majesty’s present 
Government do not desire to propose such 
legislation, and the Government which 
they succeeded proposed no such legis- 
lation, nor did they express ‘any readi- 
ness to entertain it. I consider that 
when a responsible Government says to 
Parliament that the state of social order 
requires certain measures, even though 
those measurés may ‘involve’ an inter- 
ference with the rights of property, Par- 
liament will incur great résponsibility 
if it does not sanction those’ measures.’ 
I think that it ineurred t responsi- 
bility when the House of 6, in 1880, 
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1882 if it had Oh tonaeies 
do—the Arrears Avt which was passed in 
that year. But T maintain, at the same 
time, that ‘Parliament will incur still 
heavier responsibility if, when the Go+ 
vernment, who are in the first instance res 
sponsible for the maintenance of law and 
order in thé countty, do not ask to have 
their hands strengthened by such legis- 
lation as that now proposed, but, on the 
contrary,’ assert that such legislation 
would ‘be prejudicial, in “their jadg- 
ment, to law and order, and would give en- 
couragement to Socialistic, Communistie; 
and lawless ideas—I say that Parlia- 
ment would incur a still heavier pall - 
sibility by forcing upon the Government 
measures of relief for a particular class 
at the expense of the rights—the ordi- 
nary’ rights—attached to property. I 
say that no responsible Government 
has proposed legislation of this kind. 
The ‘late Government had a ‘state of 
facts before them very much similar to 
those which we have now. The depre- 
ciation of ‘prices is not a matter of the 
last few months. It is alleged that the 
fall in prices prevailed during the whole 
of last year. ‘The legislation proposed 
by the late Government would not have’ 
dealt with the immediate question of 
rent or evictions in Ireland; and the 
late Government did not think it neces- 
sary to propose any special legislation 
dealing with this question of a temporary 
relief to the tenants; and if we may 
judge from the reception which the 
suggestions of my right hon. Friend 
the Member for West Birmingham 
(Mr. Chamberlain) received from those 
Benches at that time, the late Govern/ 
ment would’ not have been disposed to 
give'a very favourable consideration to 
such legislation if it had been proposed 
by ‘anybody else. As I have pointed 
out before, the action of the late Govern- 
ment was entirely opposed to any idea 
such as that put forward, that judicial 
rents were impossible rents, or weré 
fixed on a scale which ‘made them un- 
fair.’ The inseparable connection which 
the late Government maintained existed 
between the Government ‘of Ireland 
measure and’ the Land Parchase’ Bill 
may be ‘at’an end; but still my right 
hon. Friend ‘and his Colleagues ‘cannot 
escape from! the responsibility which 
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attaches to them of having proposed 
the latter measure, Sod thee cannot 


escape from the inferences which we 
are entitled to draw as to the frame of 
mind in which they proposed it. The 
lan of the Land Purchase Bill was 
ounded upon the judicial rents which 
had been settled by the Land Commis- 
sion. The basis of the transaction which 
the late Government proposed to take 
place between the landlords and the 
tenants of Ireland and the taxpayers of 
this country depended upon the judi- 
cial rents, where judicial rents existed, 
whether they had been settled in 1882, 
1883, 1884, 1885, or 1886. Those judi- 
cial rents were to be the basis of the 
transaction ; and in cases where judicial 
rents were not found the Land Com- 
mission was to take as the basis of the 
transaction a proportion between the 
judicial rents settled in the district and 
Griffith's valuation. Therefore, I think 
I am justified in urging to the House 
that at that time, in the opinion of my 
right hon. Friend, no case existed for 
the assertion that the judicial rents, or 
any part of them, had been framed upon 
a wrong or an excessive valuation. As 
I have said, my right hon. Friend is 
committed to this proposition only—that 
there is need for some temporary relief 
in certain districts; and that in con- 
sequence of the admission made by the 
Government by the appointment of a 
Commission there must be a temporary 
suspension of proceedings for the re- 
covery of rent. The details by which 
this measure is to be worked out are to 
be settled in Committee. That appears 
to me, Sir, to be an impossible - 
cedure which is suggested by my right 
hon. Friend. My right hon. Friend 
does not, will not, commit himself to the 
details of the plan of the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork. The Government 
reject the basis of the plan, and they 
cannot be expected to make themselves 
responsible for all the alterations in the 
details. My right hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Newcastle (Mr. John Morley), 
it is true, has this evening suggested 
certain modifications of the plan in 
detail; but we do not know, whether 
my right hon. Friend the Member for 
Mid Lothian will accept as a satisfactory 
scheme the Bill modified as proposed by 
my right hon. Friend the Member for 


Newcastle; and still less do we know—. 


I should be very much surprised if we 
The Marquess of Hartington 
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heard it in the course of this evening— 
that the hon. Member for the City of 
Cork and his Friends would i 

the Bill modified, as proposed by the 
late Chief Secretary, to be a satisfactory 
solution of this problem. Sir, it seems 
to me that the House is not in a position 
to elaborate a new seheme in place of 
that which is set before us by the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork. We must 
either accept the main provisions of the 
measure or reject it altogether. In my 
judgment, the plan of the hon. Member 
for the City of Oork is not one which 
any alteration in detail ought or could 
render acceptable to the House. In my 
opinion, it is not as it professes to be— 
as it is defended as being—simply a 
Bill for arresting the sp of eject- 
ment in certain cases, It may far more 
accurately be described, in my judg- 
ment, as a Bill for stopping altogether 
for a time the collection of rent all over 
Ireland, and for making the eventual 
collection of more than one-half the 
rent in Ireland a matter of extreme 
difficulty, Let me point out for a mo- 
ment what the operation of the Bill 
would be in the case of a tenant who is 
already considerably in arrears, and who 
will next November owe another half- 
year’s rent. Will that tenant under 
this Bill, or under any modification in 
detail introduced into it, have any in- 
ducement whatever to pay any portion 
of the. rent aceruing due, or of the 
arrears due, to make any payment what- 
ever to the landlord when the next rent 
day comes? It appears to me that 
under this measure such a tenant would 
only have to refuse to pay altogether— 
to refuse to pay a farthing. He will 
put his landlord to his remedy of. eject- 
ment. The landlord will have to bring 
a preteen of ejectment against him. It 
will be in his power to suspend that pro- 
cess of ejectment by paying at the lastmo- 
ment half the arrears and half the rent ; 
and whatever may be the decision of the 
Court when the case comes before the 
Court and has been decided the landlord 
will only, be able to, recover half those 
arrears; the other half of the arrears 
and the half of the rent due would only 
be recoverable by a ney provers of eject- 
ment and a new. series 0 legal proceed- 
ings. It seems to me, Sir, that this Bill 
offers a temptation to every tenant to 
withhold the. payment of his, rent until 
the landlord bas been driven to take 
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legal probecdtings agaitist him.” He'will 
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be able to také that course with 
security from'the knowledge that he can 
always arrést the legal ayers 3 of 
his landlord by the payment of half his 
debt, and that it will be a matter of the 
most extreme difficulty for his landlord 
ever to recover the other half. An 

modification of detail such as is pibpoualt 
by the late Chief Secretary ‘will only 
mitigate, will not remove, the funda- 
mental injustice which appears to me to 
be contained in the principle of the mea- 
sure by placing an impediment in the 
way of the only legal remedy which the 
landlord has for recovering his rent in 
the case of every holding and every 
tenancy in Ireland. Sir, Isay this legis- 
lation, as far as I know, is absolutely 
without precedent in the history of all 
our dealings with the agricultural inte- 
rest either in England or Treland. Re- 
ference has been made to the Arrears 
Act, and a portion of a clause in this 
Bill is, I believe, copied from the Arrears 
Act. But the Arrears Act was legisla- 
tion of a totally different character. It 
was introduced under totally different 
conditions. It was introduced for the 
purpose of giving a fair start to the Land 
Act of 1881. It was essentially of the 
nature of a compromise—a compromise 
between the landlords, the tenants, and 
the State; and it insisted that each should 
make certain sacrifices and each obtain 
certain advantages. It had all the ele- 
ments of a compromise. It was a com- 
promise which was grag accepted 
by all the parties to it; but in this case 
there are no elements of a compromise 
whatever. The utmost the landlord can 
secure immediately under this Bill is half 
the rent that is due to him, whatever may 
be the circumstances of his creditor ; and 
great difficulties will be placed in the 
way of his ever obtaining any more. 
The Government of my right hon. Friend 
in 1880, of which I was a Member, had 
to deal with a state of things in some 
respects similar to the present. In 1880 
there was an agrarian crisis in Ireland 
of a far more acute description than any- 
thing which has been proved to exist at 
the present time. Parliament had already 
taken various measures which testified 
to its conviction that, owing to a suc- 
cession of unprecedentedly bad seasons, 
a serious state of destitution and want 
prevailed in certain districts of Ireland, 


The Government of my right hon. Friend | 
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felt themselves compelled to legislate in 


éct | reférénce to the state of the agricultural 


tetiant. ‘Well, Sir, in this far more acute 
agrarian crisis, did the Government pro- 
ceed on any principle in the slightest 
degree similar to that which we are now 
asked to adopt? ‘Not in the slightest 
degree. In the Compensation for Dis- 
turbahce Bill my right hon. Friend 
pointed out that there was no such thing 
contained in that measure as a suspen- 
sion of the legal powers of the landlord 
to recover his rent. He pointed out that 
every remedy which the landlord pos- 
sessed for the recovery of his rent was 
left entire and untouched by his Bill. 
That Bill merely provided that in certain, 
districts, during a certain time, the tenant 
should not lose by eviction for non-pay- 
ment of rent the benefit which had been 
conferred upon him by the legislation of 
1870, The tenant would receive no com- 
pensation under that Bill unless he could 
prove—first, his inability to pay; se- 
condly, that that inability was due to 
recent visitation of bad seasons ; thirdly, 
that the tenant was willing to accept 
reasonable terms; and, fourthly, that 
those reasonable terms had been un- 
reasonably refused by the landlords, 
Those were the conditions which my 
right hon. Friend at that time thought 
sufficient to meet a far more serious 
agrarian crisis than is admitted to exist 
now. But what has happened since 
1880? The position of the tenant has 
been enormously strengthened and im- 
proved, and every protection which it. 
was proposed by the Bill of 1880 to con- 
fer upon the tenant is already possessed 
by him without any additional legisla- 
tion at all. What was the idea in the 
mind of Parliament at that time of a 
reasonable offer to be made by the tenant 
that the landlord might unreasonably 
refuse? It was either that he should 
endeavour to agree with his landlord as 
to the terms of rent on which he should 
remain, or that the landlord should per- 
mit him to sell his interest in the holding, 
and that he should satisfy such portion 
of the arrears as he could, and he should 
not be turned out destitute into the 
world. ‘Well, but, Sir, that power of 
selling his interest is already possessed 
to the fullest extent by the tenant, even, 
if he is under process of ejectment. The 
Returns which have been given to the 
House show that, even in the present 
depressed times, the interest of the 
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tenant which he possesses is a valuable | 
interest, for which he is able, in most 
cases, to obtain a very considerable sum ; 
and, therefore, I say that the tenant 
ready possesses, without any special 
legislation for the purpose, every, power 
for his protection against unjust or harsh 
evictions which my right hon. Friend in 
1880 thought it necessary, by special 
legislation, to confer upon him. Now, 
Sir, under these circumstances, what are 
the reasons which would make it neces- 
for the House to adopt the proposal 
which has been brought before it by the 
hon. Member for the City of Cork? It 
is perfectly true that the language which 
has been used in this House by the hon. 
Member, both in this and previous de- 
bates with respect to the agrarian ques- 
tion, has been studiously moderate ; and 
the hon. Member has refrained from 
anything like language which would be 
calculated to intimidate or threaten Par- 
liament. But, Sir, we have heard from 
adherents of the hon, Member perfectly 
distinct intimations that the political 
controversy on the subject of the Govern- 
ment of Ireland is, during the comin 
autumn and winter, to be transferre 
to the agrarian question. The hon. 
Member for Belfast (Mr. Sexton), in a 
speech in this House not very long ago, 
virtually adopted the language which 
has been used by the hon. Member 
for Wexford (Mr. J. E. Redmond) 
and Mr. O’Brien in their speeches at 
the, Chicago Convention. We have 
been told that the policy of the Irish 
National Party was to be one of fight ; 
and we were told that during the coming 
winter a strike would be raised against 
rents, which it was asserted in some 
cases it was impossible to pay and in all 
eases were exorbitant. ell, Sir, we 
know from the language used that the 
licy of the Party of the hon. Member 
or the City of Cork is to transform the 
political agitation into an agrarian agita- 
tion during the coming winter, and we 
must be prepared from that, knowledge 
for what that knowledge entails. It is 
rfectly evident that it is necessary for 
the hon, Member for tlie ity of Cork 
and for his Party not. altogether to 
alienate Parliamentary and popular 
sympathy in this country; and, there- 
fore, in the struggle — the agrarian 





struggle—which itis the announced in; 

tention of his lieutenants to commence 

in the winter, it is obviously necessary 
The Marquess of Hartington 
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that some grounds should be laid in this 
House by a proposal, however wild, 
however impracticable, which may ap- 
pear to offer an excuse for the agrarian 
agitation with which we are threatened. 
I quite admit that it would be very 
agreeable and pleasant if, by the accept- 
ance of any reasonable proposal, we 
could deprive the friends of the hon. 
Member for the City of Oork of the 
weapon which they propose to employ 
during the autumn and winter. It would 
also be very agreeable if we could de- 
vise some means by which there might 
be no pretence for anyone to say that 
the rights of the landlords were being 
harshly used over the tenants. I trust 
that the landlords of Ireland will know 
and will remember what is the respon- 
sibility which rests upon them. It is 
admitted that many of them have al- 
ready recognized the necessity which is 
cast upon them, and have made reason- 
able abatements in cases where they 
have appeared necessary. But, Sir, I 
would point out that there is still more 
which some landlords in Ireland can do. 
There are some landlords who are in a 
position to use great influence with their 
neighbours; and they should not be 
satisfied with making the reductions 
which they themselves may consider ne- 
cessary in the case of their own rents, 
but they may use the influence which 
they possess in order to impress upon 
others that it is necessary for them, in 
certain cases, to make similar sacrifices. 
Sir, I hope that those who are in that 
position will use their influence in that 
direction, and T have no reason to think 
that they will not use that influence. 
But, Sir, however agreeable it may be 
to put into the hands of some legal 
tribunal the power which would.relieve 
us from the possibility of a conflict be- 
tween the interests of the landlords and 
the interests of the tenants in the coming 
autumn and winter, I do not think the 
House will be justified in dealing with 
this question, merely in its political as- 
pect, and as a move in the political 
game. The House has to consider, first, 
whether that which it is proposed to do 
is warranted by the principles of justice 
and, equality between man and man; 
and if it finds that it is not so justified, 
then the House will not be entitled, 
however tempting it might be, to use its 
tab for the purpose of depriving’ any 

of the community of rights guardn- 
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teed to them by law. I cannot think 
that even for far stronger reasons than 
have been, laid before the House, it 
would be justified in accepting this mea- 
sure, which, in the absence of inguiry 
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—in fact, on the very eve of inquiry—, 


will absolutely destroy one of the most 
essential principles of the settlement of 
1881—namely, the security on one side 
of the statutery tenancies which have 
been created, for a period of 15 years, 


which will deprive the landlords of the 


rights which have been left and secured 
to them by the Act of 1881, and will lay 
down the principle that in a period of 
agrisnlnen, distress the whole burden, 

e. whole. loss, is not to be shared 
among the different classes affected ; 
but is to be borne entirely and solely 
by one class, because that class is not in 
& position to protect its interests and its 
rights, 

Mz. R. T. REID (Dumfries, &c.) said, 
he could not help thinking that if the 
noble Marquess, the Member for Rossen- 
dale (the Marquess of Hartington) would 
carry his recollection of past events a 
little backward, to a period before it 
had become his custom to whisper his 
preferences into the ears of Conservative 
confidants, he thought the noble Mar- 
quess would recall that the Party who 
had followed him before, and most of 
whom now followed the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mid Lothian, 
were not accustomed, for the sake of 
mere Party convenience, knowingly and 
willingly, to sacrifice the principles of 
equity and. justice against any class 
whatever. The noble Marquess recom- 
mended them not to accept the Bill, be- 
cause, amongst other reasons, he said 
they ought to look for advice to Her 
Majesty’s Government in a matter of 
this importance. He (Mr. Reid) would 
like to know whether the noble Mar- 
quess had been on this very subject 
concerned in the task of giving advice 
to that. very Conservative Government 
whom he now asked them to treat as 
persons to give advice? The truth was 
that he was afraid the noble perdnees 
had come to regard the principles which 
he had followed for a considerable time 
as.lacking some of the virtues which 
they once possessed ; and because those 
of them who still adhered, erroneously 

r , but, at all events, as they be- 

eas conscientiously to those opinions, 
they could not, see through the 
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same glasses as himself, the noble Mar- 
quess said they had lost some of the 
merits he saw in them before, He (Mr. 
Reid) wished very shortly to state the 
grounds on which he was prepared 
heartily to support the principle of the 
Bill. And let him first say that he was 
not prepared to support all the details 
of it, and there were some of them, he 
thought all would recognize, were ca- 
pable of greatimprovement. The crisis 
in Ireland at the present time was, in 
his humble judgment, quite as serious 
as that of 1880. The Land League, de- 
nounced at that time, had not the power 
the National League now had, and it 
would be true to say the National League 
almost governed the country at the pre- 
sent time. He did not enter into the 
reason for that; but the position in Ire- 
land now was that they had prices so 
low that he believed they had not been 
so low for 15 or 20 years, and whether 
the National League desired it or not, 
unless something were done in reference 
to the present highly-fixed rents, settled 
as they were by Act of Parliament, for 
the purpose of preventing evictions 
where rents were impossible, he be- 
lieved a serious state of things would 
arise in the course of the coming winter. 
Let him ask—for the question was one 
the House ought to consider—was_ it 
established as a fact that prices were 
such that the rents could not be paid? 
Not in all cases, but in a large and ap- 
preciable number of them. ‘The state- 
ment of the hon. Member for Cork (Mr. 
Parnell) that the prices were exceed- 
ingly low was not questioned either by 
the noble Marquess or the Members of 
Her Majesty’s Government; indeed, the 
noble Marquess went so far as, in a 
very eloquent passage, to entreat the 
landlords in Ireland to be moderate and 
temperate in the use of their power, and 
to exhibit forbearance to the tenants 
who were unable to pay their rents. 
The noble Marquess seemed to little 
appreciate how that cut away the 
ground of his own contention when he 
said there was no crisis in Ireland in 
which the people were unable to pay 
their rents. The hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge (Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald), who 
moved the Amendment, made a similar 
appeal, and during his speech compared 
the prices of 1885 with those of 1852; 
but 13 took extremely good care not to 


go through the prices obtained at various 
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times during the last 10 or 15 years, 
knowing perfectly well that if he had 
done so it would have appeared that 
prices were ruinously low at the present 
time. It had, he thought, been shown 
that the situation was such as to justify 
the introduction of a Bill of this excep- 
tional character; and the Government, 
at any rate, must be in possession of 
confidential Reports sent to them from 
all the best authorities in Ireland. The 
House was aware of one communication 
from Sir Redvers Buller, who, having 
been sent on a mission, into the particu- 
lars of which he (Mr. Reid) would 
rather not enter, had thought it part 
of his duty to write the Government 
that ‘‘throughout Kerry and Clare 
the rents uniformly were too high.” 
[** When?” ‘Where?”] He could 
assert only what he believed to be stated 
in that House. [ Cries of “By whom?” } 
The Question was put by the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Belfast (Mr. Sexton) to 
the right hon. Baronet the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant, whether it 
was not the case that Sir Redvers Buller 
had written a Report, in which he said 
that the rents in Kerry and Clare uni- 
formly were teo high ? and the answer 
was—‘‘ Yes, Sir.” {| Mr. A. J. Batrovr: 
No.] He at once accepted the correc- 
tion. He was not himself in the House 
at the time. He presumed that no hon. 
Member remained in the House through- 
out the whole of every Sitting; and one 
must be excused in trusting in some 
measure to reports in the newspapers. 
He would, of course, not pursue the 
subject for a moment; but that did not 
in the least affect the argument he was 
entering upon. This, however, he would 
say—that he held the Government were 
in possession of private information ne- 
cessarily upon this subject, not obtained 
specially, but information whieh came 
to them in the course of their official 
duty. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Solicitor General for Ireland (Mr. 
Gibson), and the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman opposite the Secretary of 
State for the fone Department (Mr. 
Matthews), addressed elaborate and most 
powerful arguments against this Bill, 
dealing with details, and also with the 
criticisms that had been made on the 
Opposition side of the House ; but he 
did not hear either of these hon. and 
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all the information which was neces- 
sarily at their disposal, say, on his re. 
sponsibility, what they might very easily 
say if it was true, that, in their judg- 
ment, the situation had not arisen in 
which there was an impossibility or a 
general inability to pay rents in Ireland. 
He considered the House was entitled 
to have from the Government, who were 
in possession of all the information on 
the subject, a statement whether or not, 
according as their information went, it 
was the fact that, in many cases, the fall 
of prices had prevented the rent from 
being payable in different parts of Ire- 
land? Those were the grounds which 
led him to think that, almost by admis- 
sion, there had been established a seri- 
ous case, in which some interposition and 
some relief were necessary. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
(Mr. Chaplin) had described the two 
nostrums by the application of which 
the Tory Party were going to give what- 
ever relief was required. The first of 
these was the payment of their rents by 
the State. The other was the protection 
of articles of food, so as to raise prices 
to such an extent as would enable the 
tenants to pay their rents. Such sug- 
gestions were not deserving of serious 
consideration ; and, therefore, he would 
pass on, without discussing them, to a 
consideration of the provisions of the 
Bill, to which he would refer for the 
urpose of meeting an argument of the 
etary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, and of the noble Marquess the 
Member for Rossendale. It had been 
urged, both by the noble Marquess and 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman, 
that to interfere with the statatory rents 
before the expiration of the 15 years 
that were requisite under the operation 
of the Act of 1881 was a breach of good 
faith and a violation of ‘the principle of 
that Act. But, in his (Mr. Reid’s) judg- 
ment, this Bill was a nedessary comple- 
ment of the Act of 1881; and either it 
or s6mé Bill of the same kind, if closely 
looked at, was essential for the purpose 
of carrying out the true principle of the 
Act of 1881. What was the principle 
of that Act? It was that Parliament, 
from long experience of the unhappy re- 
lations between Irish landlords and ten- 
ante, had found that they could not 
allow the landlord and tenant in Ireland 


learned Gentlemen, nor had‘ he heard | to make their own bargain in regard to 
any Member of the Governuent, with | the matter of rent; and that it was for 
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the interest of the public and the State 
that the tenant should be protected by 
not being liable to pay more than a fair 
rent—one which would enable him to 
live in decency and moderate comfort. 
Now, circumstances had arisen, if his 
view of the facts was right, which had 
made that which originally was a fair 
rent to become an unfair rent in every 
sense of the word ; and it was a corollary 
of the Act of 1881 that Parliament should 
step in and prevent the landlord insist- 
ing on being paid an exorbitant rent. 
He quite agreed that it might be a 
hardship to the landlords; but, so far as 
the tenant was concerned, could there be 
anything clearer than this—that if it was 
unfair to the tenant to pay by open con- 
tract too large a rent in 1881, and if it 
was contrary to the interests of the public 
that that should be permitted in 1881, 
how could it become fair to him, or re- 
concilable with the true interests of the 
public, that in 1886 heshould pay a rent 
which, in point of fact, was not a fair 
rent, merely because there had been a 
statutory fair rent fixed in the meantime? 
It so happened that the fall of prices 
had widde the rents too high in many 
cases. He quite agreed that it might 
have been that prices had risen instead 
of fallen; and he thought it was possible 
that prices might hereafter rise above 
the level upon which the rents when 
fixed were based. It seemed to him, in 
that case, that if they interfered with 
rents by reason of the prices being too 
low, there wéuld be no answer if they 
were asked to interfere with a fixed rent 
in the event of prices becoming higher. 
For that reason he thought it was also 
a necessary corollary, even to the tem- 
porary Bill introduced by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork, that it would follow that 
they ought to have a more frequent re- 
vision of rents in Ireland than every 15 
years, in order to have statutory rents 
either adjusted by a sliding scale or 
more commonly adjusted: With the 

rinciplé of the Bill he agreed most 
arr it He, however, thought the 
measure required a good deal of im- 
provement; and he thought, also, if the 
Government did not venture upon that 
course, which he’ believed, if they did 
venture upon, would be fatal to them — 
namely, a course of buying out the Irish 
landlords out of the State funds—a 
scheme he had always opposed—if the 
Government abstained from that, and 
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next Session endeavoured to see that 
rents should really be fair, so that when 
prices were good the landlord would 
get more, and when the prices were bad 
the tenant would pay less, he believed 
by that means even the practical opera- 
tion of the Bill would be perfectly free 
from any injury to the landlords. In 
the inflamed condition of Irish feeling, 
he thought it was hopeless to trust to 
the voluntary action of Irish landlords 
for the preservation of good feeling and 
quiet. He did not, however, wish to be 
uncharitable to Irish landlords. Al- 
though there were some bad landlords, 
he did not believe that, as a body, they 
were worse than their predecessors. He 
would not apply to them the language 
which the Earl of Clare applied to their 
predecessors, when he said their occupa- 
tion was to grind to powder the tenants 
on their estates. He did not wish to 
make any sweeping assertion against 
Irish landlords ; but everyone knew that 
some among them had been very guilty 
of shortcomings in the discharge of their 
duty to their tenants. As he had be- 
fore observed, the noble Marquess the 
Member for Rossendale had made a 
very strong appeal to Irish landlords. 
But it seemed to him (Mr. Reid) a great 
anomaly that the late Government, of 
which the noble Marquess was one of 
the most trusted and respected Leaders, 
should have passed a Bill which was 
based on the assumption that Irish land- 
lords were not to be trusted in their deal- 
ings with their tenants; and that they 
should, nevertheless, be expected to hope 
for unprecedented forbearance during 
thecoming winter from those landlordsin 
auswer to the appeals of the noble Mar- 
quess. It was also an unfortunate thing, 
but he believed it to be the fact, that the 
Government of this country had become 
very unpopular, chiefly because it had 
been regarded by the Irish people as 
the collectors of rent for Irish landlords. 
Speaking without any Party feeling, he 
would regret if the Bill were rejected 
and no substitute put in his place, be- 
cause he was afraid it would be regarded 
by the people of Ireland as only another 
roof that the way in which the Irish 
t and most thoroughly knew the Go- 
vernment of Great Britain was as a rent- 
collecting Government. 
Cotoner KING-HARMAN (Kent, 
Isle of Thanet) said, he did not re- 
collect that he had ever heard a Bill 
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brought forward ‘in that House. so 
“damned, with faint: praise’ as_ the 
measure they were then discussing had 
been in the speeches made by its pro- 
fessed supporters, from the right, hon. 
Gentleman opposite (Mr. Gladstone) 
downwards. In his opinion the principle 
of the measure was entirely erroneous, 
and it was based on misconception and 
misrepresentation. What was really 
wanted in Ireland was. not a further re- 
duetion of rent, but the suppression of 
the National League ; and he believed 
the latter course would be the outcome 
of the inquiry which the Government 
were about to make. . Lord Spencer’s 
Government had dealt with the Land 
League so etiectually that it had dis- 
appeared and hidden itself for weeks 
and months, and only emerged cautiously 
and branch by branch in the name 
the National League. It ought to have 
been strangled in its infancy ; but, un- 
fortunately, it had been allowed to con- 
tinue its growth until now it was. so 
strong, and its influence so great, that 
he believed such evidence would be 
forthcoming of the strength and nature 
of its evil influences that the Govern- 
ment would be compelled to put it down 
as Lord Spencer had put down the Land 
League. The right hon. Gentleman the 
late Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Morley) had made a statement that 
prices of produce had fallen so low as to 
render the payment of rent in Ireland 
in many cases impossible; that state- 
ment had been oa mie and the right 
hon. Member had promised to prove it 
before he concluded;. but he had sat 
down without doing so. The right hon. 
Member had, indeed, tried to show, 
with reference to the rise in the price 
of wool, that there had been a poor clip 
in Ireland in 1885, and that,, conse- 
quently, the rise of price would. not 
affect the Irish farmers to any great 
extent. Surely the right hon. Gentle- 
man was aware that a rise in the price 
of wool was hailed with the greatest 
satisfaction by agriculturists ds usually 
preceding a general. improvement in 
trade’ and, prices. » { Zaughder.] . Hon: 
Gentlemen below the Gangway opposite 
laughed; but he doubted: whether they 
knew yery much about it!’ He: held in 
his hand a telegram, from a gentleman 
whose word was to be taken implicitly, 
which had arrived: that evening. from 
Skibbereen—a district: where there was 
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as.much distress as anywhere—-and it 
om the fair held there yesterday. 


“The fair 'was in every respect a great im- 
provement on recent fairs. Largest attendance 
of buyers seen for three years. Splendid supply 
and brisk demand, epcegting all anticipations. 
Milch cows averaged £14; on the whole, very 
satisfactory and cheering to farmers.’* ~ 


He had been trying. to. ascertain from 
the portions, of Ireland which he knew 
best what the state of affairs exactly 
was in the West. and in the eentre of 
Ireland. The hon. Meutber for Cork 
(Mr. Parnell) spoke of the potato blight 
as having broken out with great severity. 
The accounts which he (Colonel King- 
Harman) had from Longford, Roscom- 
mon, Sligo, and Westmeath, agreed 
that the potato and oat crops were never 


of | better. In Sligo, especially, oats were 


a splendid crop, even on the; mountain 
side, and in places where it had. been 
more or less a failure for the last four 
or five years. Hay was in such pro- 
fusion in Sligo that it was being shipped 
in large. quantities to England, leaving 
sufficient supply in the county, and at a 
better price than it had been for some 
years past, At Longford butter was 
selling at 11d. per lb., and oats fetched 
lle. per barrel ef 14 stone. Now, the 
only argument adduced in support of 
this Bill was the inability of the tenants 
to pay the judicial rents consequent on 
the depreciation of prices; but in face 
of the facts he had. adduced he could 
not imagine how that, contention could 
be made good. He perfectly agreed 
that prices were very much lower than 
they were in 1874, which was the eulmi- 
nation of a number of igood seasons— 
ood alike in: produce ‘and -in prices. 
remembered that in 1874. beef sold 

at 80s, per.cwt.—he sold it at that price 
himself—but, he did not remember that 
the landlords in Ireland xaiséed , their 
rents. in consequence. On tiae contrary, 
what they learnt aud what they. could 
prove was this+that between, 1840,and 
1880 rents were raised in. England by 
23 \ per cent, in, Wales \by.34 per cent, 
and in Seotland by 49 per cent ; whereas 
in Ireland they, were absolutely. dimi- 
nished during the same period, and how 
much further they were cut down by the 
Act of 1881. -hon., Members , opposite 
knew. as well as he did; but, taking the 
statements of the hon. Member for Cork 
as.accurate, it was from.18 to 22 per cent. 
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Very little had been said on his own 
side of the House, and nothing at all on 
the other, to answer this extraordinary 
fact, which..was, adduced quite early 
in the debate. If the agricultural ten- 
ants were in this miserable pauperized 
condition that they were represented 
to be in; if they were absolutely .un- 
able, as one hon. Member stated, to 
support themselves in common de- 
cency ; if they were quite unable to 
pay the reduced rents, how’ was: it 
that they were able to give such enor- 
mous prices for the goodwill of their 
neighbours’ holdings directly vacancies 
oceurred? One ounee of fact was worth 
a bushel of theory, and he would give 
the hon. Gentleman an ounce of fact 
with regard to this particular question. 
Only yesterday he telegraphed to his 
agent with regard to the selection of one 

two tenants, who had both offered 
full sums for the goodwill of a farm 
coterminous with theirs. It was a small 
farm, the rent of which was £32. The 
adjoining tenants were not men who had 
been in ential and made their money 
there, and who had come back with the 
insane desire of giving about 16 times 
the value of what.the holding ought to 
be. They were small farmers who had 
made their money by farming in Ireland, 
and in no other way ; and eitherof these 
men, in order to become the tenant of 
that small farm, offered £170 in hard 
cash. Besides that, when he doubted the 
bona fides of one of them, both of them came 
into the estate office, and each deposited 
before the agent £170. And-these were 
the downtrodden and oppressed people 
who, according to the-hon. Member for 
Cork and his Friends, eould not feed 
themselves and ‘pay their rents, and to 
protect whom hon. Members ‘below the 
Gangway were pressing the Government 
to assent to this Bill, and ‘to banish 
political economy ‘even further than 
Jupiter and Saturna — he supposed to 
Uranus or some undiscovered planet. 
Now, he put it to the House, had any 
ease been made out by the hon. Gentle- 
man who brought in the Bill, showing 
any destitution in Ireland that would 
warrant such a measure a8 this? Ife 
asked hon. Gentlemen to remember that 
whilst English farmers had suffered se- 
verely| by five bad’ years since 1879, and 
by a heavy depreciationsof wheat,» in 
Treland farina’ had had ‘a succession 
of four or five exceedingly good -years: 
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eoetier) e, Members below. the 
gway laughed; bat he appealed to 
those above the Gangway to listen to 
him, without prejudice, and not. to dis- 
believe him, simply because he happened 
to be a landlord. He referred them for 
proof of his assertion to the Reports of 
the Registrar General, which could be 
obtained in the Library ;:and. on con- 
sulting them they would find that; what 
he: said was backed up by figures and 
facts which he defied hon. Members be- 
low the Gangway to. contradict.. The 
Irish inndibieds did not want anything 
exacting or harsh. He saw no reason 
why it jshould be supposed that Irish 
landlords were bigger fools than Eng- 
lish landlords, or that they wanted. to 
evict ‘their tenants and turn them out 
upon the roadside, or to send them to 
the workhouse, and thereby raise the 
rates, which they themselves must pay. 
They wanted to keep their people quite 
as much as English landlords did, and 
in many parts more ; because there the 
soil was only fit for spade husbandry; 
and, if only for pecuniary reasons, they 
would wish to keep the tenants upon it. 
The fact really was that all these cries 
had been got up, and were being kept 
up, with one object. He did not. be- 
heve that hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
at that moment rejoicing at the good 
weather that was now prevailing in Ire- 
land ~{‘‘Oh, oh!’’]— as the farmers 
were. e remembered that in. 1879 
the hon.. Member for Cork addressed 
a meeting of farmers and labourers in 
Tipperary at a time when the rain was 
pouring down in great quantity, and the 
heavens. were overcast by tempestuous 
clouds, and, telling them about the re- 
duction of rent which he intended to 
bring about, ho expressed his pleasure 
at the wet weather which prevailed; and 
remarked——‘‘ The heavens are with us.’’ 
He remembered also how that extra- 
ordinary sentiment was flashed across 
Ireland from one:end to the other, and 
how the opinion was engendered that 
the hon. Member blessed.the bad weather 
then because it. gave him an accession 
of power; and very probably his Party 
were now regretting the fine weather 
with which Providence had: blessed Jre- 
land during the last few days... [‘Ohb, 
oh !?’}): Lhe hon.: Member for Cork had 


made 4 great: many rash observations. 
He was sorry the hon. Member was not 
im ‘his: place; but he. very seldom was. 


\\ [Seconds Night. ] 








1175 


The hon. ‘Member 
very glibly, but not quite so-accurately 
as could be wished: For instance, he 
stated that there were 500,000 small 
tenants in Ireland the rents of whose 
holdings would be less than the cost of a 

rocess of eviction —namely, £2 16s. 

he Government Returns, on the other 
hand, showed that the total number of 
tenants whose holdings were less than 
five acres, which would be about the 
equivalent of £2 16s., was only'105,600. 

oreover, many of these tenants had 
shops and other avocations, and were by 
no means dependent upon their land: 
He asked the House not to rely upon 
the hon. Member for Cork’s figures, un- 
less they were verified by the official Re- 
turns. Another point which the House 
should consider was that if the Irish 
tenants did get lower prices for their 

roduce, they had to pay wonderfully 
fons for their chief articles of consump- 
tion. Flour had fallen 33 per cent during 
the last three years. American flour 
was selling at any Irish port at 9s. 6d. 
per 100 ibs.—that was, a little over 
1d. a lb., and Indian corn had reached a 
lowest price on record—namely, 20s. 2d. 
per quarter, and there was always an 
unlimited supply of it in the country. 
He asked the House whether, with pota- 
toes plentiful, oats a better crop than 
ever before, with a rise in almost every 
description of produce, and with food 
cheaper than ever before, this was a time 
that Gentlemen from Ireland should come 
to that House, and ask it to pass, as a 
matter of urgency, such a Bill as this; 
and he contended that it was a measure 
which, if the House had time to con- 
sider it, no business man would support. 
He hoped that, with the facts and figures 
before them which he had stated, hon. 
Gentlemen would do nothing of the 
kind. They knew perfectly well what 
the meaning of it was. Something must 
be done to foster and foment and keep 
up the agitation, and something must 
be done to show the Irish people—at 
least, that unfortunate part of them that 
submitted to be duped by agitators and 
by those who led them astray for their 
own selfish interests—that the English 
people and the British Parliament would 
not listen to them. A case of dire dis- 
tress, if it were true, which it was not, 
had been set before the House; but he 
asked the House not to take for granted 
the truth of such statements, and not to 
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Colonel King- Harman 
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put ‘out his figures. 
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support a measure which was entire! 

opposed to political economy, and whi 

was not wanted. He particularly’ ap- 
pealed to the English and’ Seotch Libe- 
rals, as'men of common sense; not to be 
persuaded into following the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork into the Lobby; and he 
trusted that the number of hon: Mem- 


bers comprised in that following would 
be cateedtagly small when the division 
was taken , 


Mr. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) 
said, he rose for the purpose of express- 
ing, as a’ Member wholly unconnected 
with Iréland, a few reasons which had 
induced him to give a hearty support to 
the second reading of this Bill. He did 
so, first of all, because he was unable to 
see how it was possible to carry out the 
principle of the legislation of 1881 with- 
out this Bill, or something in the nature 
of it. That legislation was legislation 
distinctly for the protection of the ten- 
ant. At that time the landlord needed 
no protection, but the tenant did; and 
the spirit of the Act of 1881, as well as 
the legislation that preceded it, was 
for the protection of the tenant. That 
was its essential character, for the Act 
provided that, during the continuance 
of a statutory term, a tenant should not 
be compelled to pay a higher rent than 
was fixed at the commencement of the 
term. Nothing was said about satisfy- 
ing the rights of the landlord to exact a 
higher rent. The mistake made by 
many hon. Members opposite was that 
they regarded the rent, of which the 
Act of 1881 spoke, simply as what one 
might call an ‘‘ arithmetical” rent, and 
not as an ‘‘equitable”’ rent, and there was 
avery great distinction between these 
po en oe of the term. The rent spoken 
of by the act of 1881 was a “fair rent,” 
determined by the Court, *‘ considering 
all the circumstances of the case, hold- 
ing, and the district.” He wished es- 
pecially to direct attention to the ex- 
pression, “considering all the circum- 
stances of the case, the holding, and the 
district.” Since the legislation of 1870 
the word “fair,” as applied to rent, 
meant that, whatever became of the 
share of the produce that went to the 
landlord, out of that produce, if it were 
possible, the tenant must have his own 
personal subsistence, and also the means 
of continuing his capacity for cultivating 
the soil. Prior to 1870 that was not recog- 
nized as the correct distribution of the 
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produee of the soil; but the Legislature 
at that time accepted and settled " 

ciple, and it was now too late to question 
it, unless they were prepared to repeal 
all the legislation that began in 1870. 
He submitted that a rent that was to 
be arrived at by considering all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, and to be von- 
tinued for 15 years, could ‘not be fair 
unless an unexpected and exceptional 
fall in agricultural prices was one of the 
elements taken into consideration ; and 
no one would say that a positive and 
exceptional fall was not one of the 
circumstances. which it was intended 
should be taken into account. It also 
appeared to him that an exceptional fall 
in agricultural prices was exactly one 
of those circumstances that could not be 
taken into consideration beforehand, 
because it could not be foreseen. It 
could only be taken into consideration 
by a body of Commissioners composed 
of prophets, and prophets were not al- 
ways at hand. The Legislature had, 
therefore, put itself in the paradoxical 
position of expecting the Commissioners 
to expect the unexpected. But if all the 
circumstances had not been considered 
the rent was not a fair one, and the 
Legislature must eorrect the miscarriage 
of its own machinery, if it intended to 
carry out its original promise. That was 
not only justified, but demanded, by the 
legislation of 1881; and even if it were 
not so, it was completely justified by the 
legislation of 1870. At the time of the 
passage of the Land Act of 1870 the 
landlords had a right, by the Common 
Law, to whatever rent they were able 
to exact by means of unlimited competi- 
tion from their unfortunate tenants, just 
as now they said that they had a right 
by statute to a judicial rent for 15 years. 
He did {not see why a statutory right 
should be more sacred than a Common 
Law right. The practical question to 
him was the question whether there had 
been this unexpected and exceptional 
fallin agricultural. prices. He had lis- 
tened with great attention to the diseus- 
sion on both sides, and the impression 
made upon his mind was. very strongly 
in the, direction of a belief that this fail 
had taken place,.and, possibly, had not 
yet reached its termination—that it had 


LTT 


been, a serious fall, and-one that the, 


Legislature could not, with . propriety 
disregard. He, .was not. going to dis- 
cuss the statistics, because there was 
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evidence before him which wae better 
than statistics—namely, the testimony 
of of experience, whom they 
believed to know fully all the circum- 
stances of the case, and in whose veracity 
and trustworthiness they could place 
confidence. They had here a canteen 
tion of three very remarkable classes of 
witnesses, who were equally well quali- 
fied, and who all agreed in the same 
testimony. They had the testimony of 
the Representatives of Ireland, of the 
landlords of Ireland, and of those who 
acted as umpires between the tenantry 
and the landlords—namely, the Land 
Commissioners. When he found all 
these witnesses conspiring in one testi- 
mony, the effect left on his mind was 
that of absolute conviction. There could 
be no doubt that hon. Members from 
Ireland stated most distinctly that there 
had been a very serious and exceptional 
fall in prices. Although hon. Members 
opposite might refuse to take their tes- 
timony, yet there could be no doubt 
that the Irish Members were competent 
to give an opinion, each as to his own 
district. He also differed entirely from 
hon. Members opposite in having full 
confidence in the trustworthiness of the 
Irish Members; but he rejected at once, 
as unworthy of consideration, the repre- 
sentation he heard, and had seen given, 
of these hon. Gentlemen as simply a 
company of venal agitators, animated 
by their own selfish purposes, and as 
having no real love for their country ; 
their real anxiety being, it was said, 
to humiliate England, and to exalt 
themselves. He had stadied closely the 
public utterances and the public action 
of hon. Members from Ireland; and he 
had been deeply impressed, not only 
with their eminent ability, but with their 
general honesty of purpose, the genuine- 
ness of their patriotism, their dutiful 
attention to the claims of their country, 
and their courageous pertinacity in 
bringing forward their grievances in 
the face of great discouragement and 
opposition. Believing both their compe- 
tence and their trustworthiness, he was 
satisfied to accept their testimony, and 
did not require statistics, With 

to the right of the Irish Members to 
speak.on behalf of the Irish nation, 
while not claiming infallibility for the 
people on all occasions and on all mat- 
ters, yet, he thought that on all ocea- 
sions, when not.ovyerborne by force, or 
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beguiled by fraud and misrepresentation, 
the verdict of 'the® é'might be re- 
farded as One’ of wisdom’ veracity, 


and safely acted Se. and he was 
bound to regard ‘them’ ‘as the mouths 
piece of the Irish nation. in thismatter: 
Then he had the testimony of the land- 
lords of Treland, which was all the more 
valuable’ that it’ agreed "with’ that ‘of 
those who spoke the words and beliefs 
of the Irish people.’ Hon. Members op- 
posite, while, on "the one hand, they 
denied that it was impossible for the 
tenants to pay judicial rents, and en- 
deavoured to show that therevhad been 
no fall in prices, and, therefore, that 
there was non for intervening 
in the interest of the tenant, always 
finished up by asking, on the other, that 
they, the landlords of Ireland, might 
be trusted to do’all that was right in 
remitting such portion of the rents as 
they might think fit; because, on ac- 
count of that fall of prices which they 
had before been industriously denying, 
they were reducing rents 20, '30, 40, and 
even 50 per cent: He believed so much 
of the landlords of Ireland as to be cer- 
tain that, in business matters of that 
kind, they would not do that which was 
foolish and stupid and causeless; and 
if they had lowered their rents in that 
way, that, to his mind, was one of the 
strongest possible testimonies that the 
rents required lowering, that prices 
were falling, and that the nature of the 
legislation which was now proposed was 
in harmony with the facts of the case. 
In his view, therefore, it would be better 
not to trust the landlords in the matter, 
and he thought that the legislative pro- 

sal contained in the Bill of the hon. 

ember for Cork was in harmony with 
the actual facts of the case. His third 
witnesses were the Land Commissioners 
of Ireland. No denial had been, or, 
he believed, could be, given to the state- 
ment that the Land Commissioners in 
recent weeks and months had lowered 
rents by a percentage which was even 
greater than that which had been sug- 
gested by the promoters of this Bill. On 
these three grounds of testimony, there- 
fore, he was clearly convinced that this 
alleged necessity for intervention on ac- 
count of a fall im prices had béen made 
out. At all events; it’ had been so 
clearly ‘made ‘out, to his mind, that it 
had ‘settled what his vote should be; 
and when he found this confirmed ‘by 
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the notorious! fact of the 

depression produced by 601 ion from 
the’ West ‘he’ could -rea y have’ no 
shadow'of doubt left‘in his mind! Ad: 


cordingly, he didnot. feet the 
of troubling himself with seltertenocell 


the statistics that had been given in this 
matter. | He would: only way, ‘the little 
attention hehad beenable togiveto them, 
as much'as'a Member' whose time was 
very fully oecupiéd could be able to give; 
had satisfied him that the! conclusion at 
which he ‘had arrived, on the’ personal 
testimony of experts; was trustworthy 
and reliable. ‘At all events, if ‘the evi- 
dence did demonstrate the conclusion in 
support of which it was brought; it justi- 
fied him in saying that a primd facie 
case had’ been’ made out; ‘and, if that 
were so, the duty of the Legislature was 
still the sdme. In that case, it was the 
duty of a just Government to make ar- 
rangements, so that, if it turned out as 
was alleged; a mode of dealing with it 
should te ready when the occasion 
arose. ‘There could be no’ harm, at all 
events, in being prepared. If it should 
turn out that the Bill was not needed, 
if it should prove that this fall was a 
false alarm, who: was to be harmed ? 
The Bill would simply not be needed, 
and the Land Court would not be put 
to ‘the trouble of investigating that 
which required no investigation. The 
only inconvenience would be to the 
landlords, who would be compelled, for 
a short time, to be kept out of their 
rents to which they might have been 
entitled at an earlier period. Consider- 
ing all the cireumstances of the case, he 
did not think it was asking too much of 
the landlord class, in their position, to 
submit to this temporary loss and incon- 
venience for the sake of a very much 
larger body of people. The best autho- 
rity he could find for taking up the 
position he did was that of the Govern- 
ment itself, inthe language of the Re- 
ference to the Royal Commission ; be- 
cause, unless the ability of the tenants 
to pay the judicial rents had been af- 
fected by the fall in priees, there was no 
wt for’ the appointment of the 

mmission. The nature of this Refer- 
ence was, to him, a clear indication that 
there was something that required to be 
provided against; and, if that were so, 
why should there be delay? If there 
was arty reason for going into this mat- 
ter atall in the interest of the tenants, 
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foley tas should be. applied without 
Pes og go Sempseear ohh be: kept in 
n dealin this question; 

the House: of “sa bea ‘weds * 
not in investigating a scientific question, 


but one. that concerned the. happiness | people 


and the, tives of thousands of people. 
In certain :put before him by the 
Loyal and Patriotic. Union, he found 
that evictions were. — of as trivial 
matters.,| Probably ‘the arithmetical 
proportion: of, these evictions a the 
population might /appear ‘trifli 

mere matter of dry. statistics ae po 
him, the faet that 20,000 scales out 
of a total of 500,000, were evicted and 
ruined in @ year appeared to him to in- 
dicate an appalling amount of hunian 
misery. It had been asserted that out- 
rages had been the fewest where the 
number of evictions had been the great- 
est; but hon. Members opposite’ might 
carry the argument still further, and 
might,contend that, if the whole of the 
tenants were evicted, Ireland would be- 
come a paradise of tranquillity. He 
believed it to be true that ruin would 
lead to desperation, and that injustice 
would cause resentment, and that where 
they had these feelings evoked on any- 
thing like a large seale there would 
be outbreaks of revenge of 'a serious 
nature. He considered this Bill was 
a most moderate and Conservative 
proposal in respect to land. policy 
generally. Hon. Members must remem- 
ber that the question of Irish land was 
not exclusively an Irish question. If 
they had allowed it to be dealt with in a 
Parliament of Irish people they might 
have insulated the question ; but, since 
the Party opposite had insisted on having 
principles connected with it threshed out 
in the Imperial Parliament, they must 
bear in mind that they were only forcing 
them more and more on the attention of 
the Imperial population. He would tell 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that certain 
very remarkable meditations were fer- 
menting in the minds of the people of | to 
this country with respect to the policy 
which was to be pursued with respect to 
land. The landless millions were be- 
ginning to look around them, and to see 
with surprise that England was taken 
possession of by a. comparatively few 
thousands of individuals, uate with a 
small percentage of honourable ex 
tions, they regarded as an idle, selfish, 
and overbearing class, spending in 
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luxury and: ja; ieivblos: een neem am 
the — Mthat. ree Seer 
through e sweat, aves even 
the, fag el ool py @ pinehed/and fre- 
quently half-starved population. ‘These 
were beginning to ask how —— 
that. this landholding: oligarehy, 
Chiefs had also.clothed themselves erick 
hereditary powér and honour, had come 
to be rod of all; England, and had 
= — people of — out; 
many of them! were beginning: to 

a| form a belief that the so-called. title 
must originally rest simply.on a trans- 
aE ep 
who had subsequently pu aving 
purchased in-the fall knowledge of what 
these people believed’ to be an original 
act of spoliation, could be in no better 
position ‘as regarded title than: those 
from whom they derived it, and who 
had acquired it by the original act. of 
spoliation to which he had referred. . In 
days when the landholding oligarchy 
were supreme, and when the landless 
millions were politically powerless, these 
musings might have been, and doubtless 
were, treated with very little alarm, as 
being unworthy of consideration.' But 
nowadays the tables had been turned. 
Although the complete emancipation of 
the landless ones was only a few months 
old; the question was, Would the mil- 
lions, now they had the power in their 
hands, leave the thousands in unques- 
tioned possession of all England with~- 
out the — of its people? He con- 
fessed had his do ubts upon that 

leas He should not be surprised 
that more or less revolutionary ideas 
were shaping themselves in the minds 
of many of the! people. He, for one, 
although he had some doubts on thie 
general question of the ownership of 
land, deprecated all violent and su 
revolutions; because he knew that, 
though useful and beneficial to succeed- 
ing generations, they were always 
afflictive of much misery and su 

the present one; and he hoped he 
hed sufficient love for his species to 
desire the happiness of the generation 
that was existing, as well as of the 
generations that were still non-existing ; 
but he must. confess that if the land- 
owners of this day refused to be mode- 
rate and eonciliatory in the coming 
struggles'about the land, which were as 
certain’ to come as they were sitting 
there, he could foresee that something 
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like violence an 
the settlement o ; 
just because this Bill, or the principle of 
it, at all events, seemed to him to give 
landholders an opportunity of encou- 
raging a land policy as regarded Ireland 
that should advance the question, not 
by violent jerks and by sudden and cruel 
ruptures, but by a smooth, gradual, 
and gliding movement, that he should 
support itssecond reading. It was upon 
that ground and many others that he 
regarded this measure as not only good 
for Ireland at the present moment, but 
also for England and for Scotland in the 
times that were to come. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
said, that feeling, as he did, that every 
word he uttered in the debate would be 
canvassed in his constituency, and having 
made up his mind to give an unhesi- 
tating and unfaltering vote against the 
second reading of the Bill, the House 
would, perhaps, bear with him while he 
gave his reasons for so doing. The mea- 
sure of the hon. Member for Cork had 


one recommendation—it was not com-! 


licated ; it was sublime in its vy 
f ever a man was sent to the House 

ledged in favour of the leaseholders he 
Mr. Russell) was. On ery hillside of 
South Tyrone he had pledged himself to 
vote for any measure that would give 
leaseholders the advantages of the Land 
Act. He was pledged to the lease- 
holders, but not to the leaseholders 
plus whatever the hon. Member for 
Cork chose to stuff into a Bill along with 
them. The leaseholders ought never to 
have been excluded from the Act of 
1881. He might be told that contract 
was a sacred thing; but that was an 
argument against the whole Act of 1881. 
When that Act was passed, and contract 
violated in every way, it was rather hard 
to leave the leaseholders out of it; and 
he hoped that the Government would 
turn their attention to the question 
during the Recess. If the condition of 
Ireland was as the hon. Member for 
Cork represented it to be, this Bill would 
not meet the emergency. The number 
of tenants in Ireland in December, 1884, 
was 565,000, and up to that time only 
157,000 fair rents had been fixed. That 
left 400,000 tenants utterly outside the 
proriergns of the Bill. They were the 
easeholders, the holders of town parks 
and glebe lands ; those whose rents had 
been fixed since December 1884 ; those 
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upon; and those who 
idto Opurt at at Ne one of ‘these 
would get one iota of advantage from 


this which was to relieve the press- 
ing necessities of the Irish e. Hon. 
Members who voted for the’ Bill ' would 
be voting for a Bill for the advantage 
of 150,000 tenants, who had had abate- 
ments of rent, and would do nothing for 
those tenants who had had no abate 
ments at all. The average reduction of 
1882 was 20°5 per cent; tn 1883, 19°5; 
in 1884, 18°7; and in 1885, 18'1 per 
cent ; so as a simple fact those who got 
their rents fixed in 1885, and who were 
abitrarily excluded from the action of 
this Bill, got smaller reductions than 
those whose rents were fixed in 1882, 
1883, and 1884, and who were to be 
benefited, as the hon. Member had said. 
What was the reason for this? It was 
because they were such a numerous 
class—about 20,000. He never had a 
high opinion of the way the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork and his Friends would 
treat a minority in Ireland. He had 
said so everywhere; but he had never 
expected to convict them out of their 
own mouths, as was the case when 
they excluded these tenants from the 
benefits of the Bill. The Land Com- 
missioners in the present year had re- 
duced the judicial rents 9 per cent below 
those fixed in 1882-3-4; and on that 
basis the hon. Member for Cork asked 
the House to authorize the Land Oourts 
to reduce judicial rents by 50 per cent. 
Why were the judicial tenants up to the 
end of 1884 to have relief, and those of 
1886 to be treated in this way, while 
the tenants of 1885 were to receive 
no abatement whatever? He was not 
himself a landowner, and he had not 
the slightest connection with landlords 
or landlordism. His whole connection 
was with the farming class. [Zaughter.] 
Yes ; it was quite true that he was inde- 
pendent of landlordism, and he was not 
afraid to say that in Ireland they owed 
to it much of the trouble and the difficul- 
ties from which the people had been 
suffering. But when he was told that 
the people of Ireland were now face to 
face with a crisis such as they expe- 
rienced in 1880 he entirely dissented 
from such a statement. In 1880, if the 
Irish people were not in the midst of a 
famine, they were but slowly recovering 
from its effects; but this year there was 
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the prospect of more than an aye 
harroat—-[ Oriae of Ob, ait Wall 
let them Farmers’ Gasette., - 
body who. had in Ireland Ja! 
knew, that. it pee pee wry pean an 
average year; and they ought to be very 
thankful for it. .He ae ae 
to.regard the condition of any Beple 
from. the; consumption. of luxuries, 
they were always the barometers of pros- 
perity. [A:Jaugh.] ; Of course, hon. Gea- 
tlemen below the Gangway knew what 
he.was coming to. .He would take the 
year 1877, when he found that the cost 
of the spirits and beer consumed in Ire- 
land amounted. to, £12,169,915,. 1877 
was an. exceptionally good year; but 
1880 was an, exceptionally bud, year, 
as he had already stated, and in that 
ear the,consumption of spirits and 
me fell. off. by some £3,000,000— 
went; down. to, £9,174,8038. He well 
remembered hon. Members below the 
Gangway making a great argument of 
this decrease in the expenditure of the 
people, which they attributed to their 
destitution. Now hecame to the present 
year, in order tosee what this spirit and 
beer barometer indicated. He found 
that for the 12 months ending March, 
1886, this so-called distressed country — 
a.country not of large towns, there were 
only six large towns in it, but a country 
almost exclusively agricultural — con- 
sumed spirits and beer to the amount of 
£11,250,000, . He was not finding fault 
with the Irish people for being over much 
addicted to the consumption of spirits and 
beer, They consumed far less per head 
than the people of either England or Scot- 
land; but what he: said was this, that 
the figures he had quoted—an expendi- 
ture of £11,250,000 upon spirits and 
beer—was not evidence of the distress 
whieh hon. Members below the Gang- 
way declared was prevalent in Ireland 
at the present time. 

Mr, M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) : 
Where do you get those figures ? 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: From the 
Exeise Returns. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.): How 
much of the spirits is exported ? 

Mr. T, W. RUSSELL, continuing, 
said, that the figures he had given 
represented the consumption that had 
taken place in Ireland. He was too 
old a hand in a matter. of this kind 
to mix statistics of export up with 
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e statistics of home consumption, 
ihe question was whether the pressure 
on the Trish people was s6 great as 
to, warrant them in interfering with the 
national contract of 1881 without a 
syllable of inquiry. Three weeks 
he had voted against the Amendm 
to the Address brought forward b 
the hon. Member for Cork, in whie 
that hon, Gentleman raised nearly the 
same issue as was contained in the Bill 
now under notice ; and he (Mr. Russell) 
had not found, after giving full con- 
sideration to all the circumstances, in 
anything that had occurred in Ireland 
since, nor in what had been stated in 
that House, anything calculated to alter 
his opinion. He was not, fortunately, in 
the position of hon. Members below the 
Gangway, of whom the hon. Member for 
Cork might say of each—‘“‘ When I say 
come he cometh, when I say go he goeth, 
and when I tell.a third to do this he doeth 
it.”” The Government had given thenames 
of the Royal Commission that evening, 
and not a word of objection had been 
raised. The Government had promised 
an early inquiry, and he should like to 
say that this was a subject that would 
not brook delay, He was perfectly 
satisfied that there had been a fall in 
prices. He did not dispute or doubt 
that fora moment. The inquiry which 
was to be held must be searching. It 
would be possible for the tenants to 
wait now; but matters would not brook 
anything like trifling. He had faith in 
the present Government. Indeed, he 
was not ashamed to say that he had more 
faith in the present than he had in the 
last Government, He believed that the 
Government recognized the gravity of 
the situation, and, believing that they 
seriously intended to grapple with the 
Trish Land Question, he would vote 

inst the second reading of the Bill 
of the hon. Member for Cork. The 
hon. Member for East Edinburgh 
stated that every eviction crusade was 
followed by crime. He (Mr. Russell) 
disputed that altogether. If he thought 
that was a fact, he might, perhaps, be 
inclined to vote for the second readin 
of the Bill. But what were the facts 
What inducement had the landlords to 
evict their tenants? Did the landlord 
who evicted. get anything by evicting 
his tenants? He did not get his rent, 
and he had to pay the costs. True, he 
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would his land; but it was of no 
use to him. He could not let it to 
anyone, and if he put Emergency men 
upon it the cost was very great. The 
landlord could not evict for six months’ 
rent; he would not evict for even a 
year’s rent. If the Eviction Returns 
were complete it would be found that 
people were not evicted in Ireland for 
@ year’s but for three and four years’ 
rent, unless as the result of com- 
bination. Hon. Members said that 
crime followed evictions. If they took 
up the Parliamentary Returns they 
would find that in Ulster, where the 
percentage of evictions was highest, the 
percentage of agrarian crime was lowest. 
He had lived in Ireland 30 years, and 
had been a close observer of what was 
going on there, and if he got a map he 
eould trace the course of this land agi- 
tation by a line dotted with blood. Crime 
did not necessarily follow evictions; it 
followed this agitation. Class was set 
against class; everything honest was 
openly reviled and scouted. If this Bill 
was passed, in the first place it would 
block the Land Court. Every man who 
had got a judicial rent would rush into 
Court, and every landlord would resist 
this 50 per cent reduction. The whole 
of the Sub-Commissioners would be re- 
constituted and sent over the country, 
and he could hardly imagine a greater 
calamity to Ireland than that would be. 
It was an amusing thing to see how 
the Land Commissioners worked. They 
took the present rent and jotted that 
down, then they jotted down Griffith’s 
valuation, then the landlord’s valuation, 
and then the tenant’s, added them all 
up, and divided by four, and that was 
the judicial rent. He knew of no 
greater calamity than to reconstitute 
those Commissioners and allow them to 
make ducks and drakes of other people’s 
property. It would take three or four 
years to settle the matter, and mean- 
time you would have on the one side 
some 400,000 farmers in open and abso- 
lute revolt, and on the other 150,000 
favoured tenants. Within the last six 
or seven weeks hon. Members must 
have noticed that the applications for 
loans under Lord Ashbourne’s Purchase 
Act had increased. The tenants pur- 
chasing under that Act had made ar- 
rangements by which the reduction in 
the payments came to something like 16 
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cent on the judicial rent; Hon, 
 Peaibora Some 1x6 A edge the Ge 


way did not want that land poomaee 
scheme to go on; and this Bill was 
placed before the tenant farmer, and a 
reduction of 50 per cent was dangled 
before his eyes, in order to stop the pro- 
gress of Lord Ashbourne’s Act. Under 
the Bill the landlords would not get 
back the land; but there was nothing 
to prevent the gombeen man, who was 
the prince of scoundrels in Ireland, from 
obtaining possession of it. In fact, 
everyone under the Bill, save and except 
the landlord, might have a shot at the 
tenant. He was glad to have the op- 
portunity of giving his reasons for 
voting against the Bill, and he should 
be equally ready to explain them to his 
constituents. He recognized the fall 
in prices, and was anxious to assist the 
tenant farmers in difficulties which 
were not of their own creation; and he 
refused to compare the circumstances of 
the present day with the circumstances 
that obtained under Griffith’s valuation. 
Labour was higher, the cost of living 
had increased, and the necessities of 
every class had increased since the days 
of Griffith’s valuation. He, therefore, 
refused to make the comparison. He 
admitted the fall in prices; but he had 
no reliable information as to the extent 
of the fall, or how far it affected Irish 
tenants, or whether it was temporary or 
permanent in its character. He had 
received pamphlets on each side; but 
they al not legislate upon pamphlets. 
He declined to be a party to the up- 
setting of contract until these facts 
were ascertained, and that could only be 
done by the Royal Commission. He 
did not believe that the Irish landlords 
were thirsting for evictions, because 
all their interests were against evic- 
tions. The landlords, in his opinion, or, 
at any rate, the great majority of them, 
might be trusted, and it was to their 
interest to recognize the gravity of the 
situation. He did not think that the 
landlords of Ireland were going to play 
into the hands of the hon. Member for 
Cork so quietly as he thought they 
would. The Act of 1881 was a great 
charter. It gave fixity of tenure to 
the Irish tenants, and appointed an 
impartial tribunal to fix a fair rent. 
After that Act came Lord Ashbourne’s 
Purchase Act, under whieh the whole of 
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the purchase could be advanced 
to tenants who were willing to buy. 
Before he stepped in and assisted to 
undo the solemn contracts which had 
been made under these Acts, he must 
have before him that evidence which 
the Royal Commission only could pro- 
duce. It might be said that this Bill of 
the hon. Member for Cork was but a 
tempo measure; but he should like 
to hear the hon. Member or any of his 
Friends talking in that sense in Ireland. 
There was not one of them who would 
dare to say in Castlebar or Cork that 
this Bill was meant to be of a tem- 
porary character. Because he believed 
that the Bill was not brought forward 
with any honest intention, and because 
it was, in his opinion, an impossible 
Bill, and would stand in the way of the 
work which the Government intended to 
undertake, he should give an unhesi- 
tating and an unfaltering vote against it. 

Mr. J. W. BARCLAY (Forfarshire, 
W.) said, he thought all the objections 
of the hon. Member who had just sat 
down might have been met in Commit- 
tee. If the tenants under leases were 
not properly dealt with, he might have 
taken measures to have their case pro- 
perly attended to in Committee. He 
(Mr. Barclay) intended to vote for the 
second reading of this Bill; but, at the 
same time, he thought it would have 
been more in the interests, not only of 
the tenants but of the landlords, if the 
Bill had been drawn on wider lines. It 
proposed to deal only with impecunious 
tenants; but he was prepared to appeal to 
the principle stated by the noble uess 
the Member for Rossendale (the Mar- 
quess of Hartington), of equity between 
man and man, and make the Bill apply 
generally to the rents of all tenantsin Ire- 
land. That was the natural consequence 
of the position which this House took up 
in 1881. For good and sufficient reasons 
Parliament at that time interfered for 
the purpose of revising rents in Ireland. 
The Land Courts fixed these rents ac- 
cording to the circumstances of the 
time; but if they were able to prove that 
circumstances had materially changed 
since then, as a natural consequence this 
House was bound again to take such 
measures as they might think necessary 
for fixing fair rents. The right hon. 
Member for Lincolnshire (Mr, Chaplin} 
contended that Parliament having inter- 
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to e payment of the rents 
so fixed for the hext 15 years. If that 
were so, then Irish landlords were by the 
Act of 1881 more fortunate than land- 
lords in England and Scotland. The 
whole question turned on whether the 
rents fixed by the Land Courts three 
years ago were fair rents now. The’ 
Trish landlords blamed that Act for the 
fall of rents; but in point of fact the 
primary cause of the reduction was the 
great fall in the values of produce since 
1878. The reduction of rents in Eng- 
land and Scotland had been considerably 
more than the reduction of rents in Ire- 
land, and he could only regard the Act 
of 1881 as a means whereby the land- 
lords of Ireland had been more tenderly 
dealt with, and as protecting them from 
the effect of that fallin values which had 
come directly on the landlords of Eng- 
land and Scotland. The fall in price of 
agricultural produce during the last 
three years was sufficient to justify them 
in saying that the judicial fair rents 
fixed in 1881 were not fair rents now. 
Another matter which was too often dis- 
regarded was that this fall in price of 
agricultural produce was not, to any 
appreciable extent, counterbalanced by 
any decrease in the cost of production, 
which, under normal conditions, was 
about three-fourths of the price. The 
fall in price, therefore, fell entirely upon 
the rent and the tenant’s profit, and the 
tenant whose rent had not been reduced 
was the sufferer. If people in England 
with capital and science at their disposal, 
were unable to make their land pay, he 
asked how this was to be accomplished 
by the poor, ignorant Irish tenant? One 
argument used by the opponents of the 
measure was that, as tenants had paid 
in the past, they would continue to pay 
their rents in the future. He was afraid 
that hopes built upon such an anticipation 
were doomed to disappointment. Rents 
had been paid in recent years not out 
of the profit on the land, but out of the 
tenant’s capital in hopes of better times ; 
but a day of reckoning was at hand, and 
could not long be postponed. This Bill 
was based on the necessities of the case 
to assist the impecunious tenants who 
could not pay their rents. How, under 
any circumstances, could landlords get 
rents from such men? True, they might 
evict; but the force of public opinion 
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wae agsines them and against those who 
took the place of evicted tenants. Ex- 
perience showed it was impossible to 
press on people laws repugnant to their 
sense of justice, and he believed that 
public opinion would be able to resist 
all force, civil or military, which the 
Government could bring to bear. In 
conclusion, he ventured to suggest that 
it should be referred to the Land Com- 
missioners to consider the cases of the 
tenants in each district or county, and 
having before them the prices on which 
the rents were fixed, to make general 
reductions corresponding somewhat to 
the reduction which had taken place in 
the prices of produce compared with 
those on which the rents were fixed. 
He appealed to the House to take this 
opportunity of dealing justly and equit- 
m< if not generously, with the Irish 
people. 

Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Sir Mrcwart Hicxs-Beacnr) 
(Bristol, W.): I was very much struck, 
Sir, by the complaint made last night of 
the unreality which has distinguished 
the discussion on this Bill, and I confess 
that I think that complaint was made 
with some justice, when I recollect the 
circumstances under which the Bill has 
been brought forward. The measure 
before the House is a most important 
measure; it is introduced by no less a 

rson than the hon. Member for the 

ity of Cork (Mr. Parnell), who, as we 
all know, has great authority in Ireland. 
Yet, Sir, during the whole course of the 
debate, only one Member, besides the 
hon. Member for the City of Oork, re- 
presenting hon. Members who sit below 
the Gangway opposite has addressed the 
House on this important question. That 
cannot be because the speech of the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork was con- 
sidered to be absolutely conclusive, for 
I have observed that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mid Lothian 
(Mr. W. E. Gladstone) and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for New- 
castle-on-Tyne (Mr. John Morley) have 
neither of them accepted either the pre- 
mises or the conclusions of the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork; and, 
therefore, Sir, I confess T am somewhat 
puzzled to account for the silence of 
hon. Members below the Gangway op- 
posite. [An hon. Memprr: Do you 
wish us to speak?] The hon. Member 
Mr. J. W, Barclay 
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for the City of ob, ie gemponted 
very igen Monbers in th Toure 
and by many others who, at any rate, 
we have learnt to regard as being very 
fluent indeed ; and, therefore, Si: 
there had been any desire on their part 
to express their opinions in support of 
this Bill, I have no doubt they would 
have been able to place very powerful 
arguments before the House. But they 
have not done so, and yet they can- 
not consider that their case is proved. 
An hon. Memser: Give us another 

ay.| Do they want this Bill to pass? 
That is the point upon which I desire 
to ask the attention of the House. Why, 
Sir, we all know very well that if that 
were the case they would not be want- 
ing in their efforts to take part in this 
debate. I am afraid that they have not 
done so, because they do rot really care 
for this Bill; and that it has been 
brought forward, not with any idea 
that it should become law, but simply 
as a measure upon which the Separatist 
Party above and below the Gangway 
opposite can unite for a moment in em- 
barrassing the Government of the day 
in dealing with Ireland. How are we to 
deal with it? We can only deal with it in 
one way. Theright hon. Gentleman op- 
posite (Mr. John Morley) has, in address- 
ing the House to-night, admitted that 
we are perfectly in accordance with all 
our previous declarations in declining 
to assent to the second reading of this 
Bill. I think he expressed a little regret 
that we had found ourselves unable to 
meet the views of hon. Members below 
the Gangway; but he admitted that, in 
the policy we had laid before Parlia- 
ment, and in the opinions we had ex- 
pressed, we were in complete accordance 
with our previous declarations. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY’ (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) : I beg the right ‘hon. Gentle- 
man’s pardon. What I meaat'to convey 
was that the Government were acting 
in accordance with the assurance which 
the noble Lord the Chanéellor of the 
Exchequer gave to the hon. Mémber for 
the City of Cork (Mr. Parnell) when he 
asked for a day for the discussion of his 
Bill. 

Sirk MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH : 
Yes; but the right hon. Gentleman does 
not, T am sure, méan to say that there 
was an ing in the ‘statement of my 
nobly Fribtid’ ‘pppyeed to "anything he 
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taken up our position and we haye de- 
clared our policy.. We have informed 
Parliament,.of our intention. to inquire 
into this matter, by means of a: Royal 
Commission before we propose any mea- 
sures to Parliament. The right hon; Gen- 
tleman tried to,prove that our proposal 
to appomt a Royal Commission and his 
action in assenting to the second reading 
of the Bill amounted to the.same thing, 
and he even went further by suggesting 
that the inquiry by a Royal Commission 
would take as long as the inquiry pro- 
posed by this Bill to, be made into the 
circumstances and condition of the ten- 
ants. All I have to say as to that point 
—and, after all, it is a very small point 
—is this, that our proposal is for a 
general inquiry; whereas the inquiry 
which the right hon. Gentleman. con- 
templates is an inquiry into particular 
cases before a Court; and, certainly, it 
is perfectly clear that if the Bill of the 
hon, Member for the City of Cork were 
to become law, very prolonged and 
costly litigation would be necessary be- 
fore the cases could be disposed of. The 
right hon. Gentleman argued that we 
have asserted the inability of the ten- 
ants to pay their rents on account of 
the fallin the prices of produce, I do 
not think he carried that point quite as 
far as the right hon, Gentleman the 
Member for Mid Lothian; but it was 
carried further by another hon. Mem- 
ber who. addressed the House to-night 
and charged me personally with having 
stated that there was a general inability 
on the part of the tenants in Ireland to 
pay their rents. Well, Sir, I have never 
stated anything of the kind. It is ad- 
mitted that, for one reason or another, 
there is a certain amount of non-payment 
of rents in Ireland, and it is admitted that 
there have been, and that there still con- 
tinue to be, combinations in Ireland by 
which the payment of rents is hindered. 
It is also admitted that there has been 
of late years, and especially in the last 
year or 18 months, a considerable fall 
in the prices of agricultural produce. 
These are facts which are notorious ; 
but what we want to find out is what 
effect these facts have had upon the 
operation of the Land Act. That is the 
sei upon which we propose that the 

al Commission should make inquiry, 


and when the right hon. Gentleman 
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says that I admitted that it was possible 
that, owing to the fall jn, prtose, some 
tenants in Ireland might be unable to 
pay their rents, of; course, I only stated 
that this possibility was one of the points 
into which the Royal Commission would 
inquire. ; The. right -hon., Gentleman 
wishes to, found Tegielation of a very 
drastic, Character, upon, a_ possibility of 
this ;sort, . Well, Sir, we simply decline 
to follow him in any course of that 
kind, We cannot think that the Bill 
of the hon; Member for the City of Cork 
is one that can be accepted in principle, 
in the light and airy way in which it 
was accepted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
As a mere assertion of the fact that, in 
his mind, the fall in prices had rendered 
it impossible for the tenants to pay the 
judicial rents, leaving it an open ques- 
tion as to how that matter should be 
dealt with. That is not our view of the 
mode in which we should approach the 
consideration of Bills presented to this 
House. It constantly happened, under 
the late Government, that Bills pro- 
posed, especially by Irish Members, 
were accepted in principle, though the 
Members of the Government who ac- 
cepted their principle either objected to 
or left open for further consideration all 
their details: And in the same way 
this evening the right hon. Gentleman 
talked of accepting the principle of this 
Bill, and of leaving its details an open 
question, and went on to inform the 
House of certain alterations which he or 
we might suggest in the details if the 
Bill ever got into Committee. I wonder 
if he noticed the very significant silence 
of hon. Members below the Gangway 
when he was making that suggestion. 
He mentioned one point which he said 
would be settled by an hour’s discus- 
sion in Committee. Is that his experi- 
ence of the alteration of Bills dealing 
with Irish affairs? The fact is that 
this Bill is proposed by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the City of Cork as one which 
he wishes the House to accept in de- 
tail as well as in principle; and I 
should, like to know what authority the 
right hon. Member for Mid Lothian and 
the right hon. Member for Newcastle-on- 
Tyne have for accepting the principle 
of this Bill, shadowy as that principle 
is, and thinking that it would be pos- 
sible for them, or anyone else, to mould 
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the Bill in Committee into a shape which 
they may desire, but which the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork may dis- 
approve? I may remind the hon. Mem- 
ber for the City of Cork, who, I believe, 
has not shown such interest in his own 
Bill as to induce his continuous pre- 
sence in the House—I would remind 
him of his own words that “ this is a tem- 
porary Bill to meet a temporary emer- 
gen .’ I agree with the hon. Mem- 
er for South Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Rus- 
sell), who addressed the House so elo- 
quently a short time ago, that the Bill 
of the hon. Member for the City of Cork 
would not be regarded in Ireland as a 
temporary measure to meet a temporary 
emergency in the South and West of 
Ireland. If this Bill were to become 
law it would be accepted and interpreted 
in the South and West of Ireland as a 
Bill breaking up the settlement estab- 
lished by the Land Act of 1881. This 
Bill condemns the main principle on 
which that settlement was arrived at. 
The hon. Member for the Oity of Cork, 
who is not responsible for that Act, told 
the House yesterday that, owing to the 
fall in prices, it had proved of no benefit 
to the Irish farmers ; that it had injured 
the landlords by the reduction of rents 
by some 20 per cent; that it would 
injure the tenants by 3 percent; and he 
might haveadded that it would injure the 
labourers also by depriving them of em- 
ployment which they previously ob- 
tained. Well, that is not surprising to us 
who, in 1881, took exception to the prin- 
ciple on which the Land Act was based as 
being contrary to those great truths of 
litical economy which cannot be vio- 
ated by Parliament with impunity. 
Sg W. E. Grapstone: Hear, hear !} 
t is surprising that the rigut hon. Gen- 
tleman should cheer that, because, at 
any rate, he has held up that Act as a 
settlement of the Irish Land Question. 
Mr. W. E. GLADSTONE’ (Edin- 
burgh, Mid Lothian): No}; only as 
against you. 
Sm MICHAEL HIOKS - BEACH: 
And yet the moment statements come 


from Irish Members which affect his own | 
quickly dealing with the question. 


mind, and before we announce our in- 
tention of dealing with the subject at all, 
merely because we announce a Commis- 
sion of Inquiry into the operation of that 
Act, he charges us with having’so dis- 
‘turbed it—{Mr. W. E. Guapstone: 
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Hear, hear! |—-that he, forsooth, isobliged 
to be foremost in its destruction. There 
can be no doubt that the Bill of the 
hon. Member for the City of Cork does 
upset, not temporarily, but permanently, 
the settlement which was attempted by 
the Land Act of 1881. I will not detain 
the House by discussing the question of 
the leaseholders, whose position the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork proposes 
to alter. The hon. Member frankly ex- 
plains that he inserted a clause bringing 
them within the scope of the Land Act 
of 1881, not so much on account of the 
fall in the price of produce, as because 
he thought that they had waited too 
long already; but I do not think that 
the right hon. Gentleman and those who 
have consistently opposed up to this 
moment the admission of leaseholders 
to the benefits of the Act of 1881, can 
say that their case is so urgent that it 
ought to be dealt with at once, in the 
manner proposed by the hon. Member, 
and with so little consideration as Par- 
liament, in September, could devote to 
it. I will not ask the House to dwell on 
that matter. [Sir Witt1am Hanoovrr: 
Hear, hear!}] Iam glad that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Derby 
agrees with me on that point, and I 
hope to hear from him that he and his 
Colleagues on that Bench object to that 
clause of this Bill, and agree with me 
that the position of the leaseholders, in 
whatever way it may be dealt with in the 
future, at any rate, at present, is not so 
urgent that it ought to form part of any 
measure which the House is now asked 
to accept. Now, I quite agree with the 
hon. Member for the City of Cork that if 
he had proved that aconsiderable number 
of the tenants of Ireland could not afford 
to pay their judicial rents on account 
of the fall in prices, Parliament ought 
at once to take some measures for 
maintaining them in their holdings 
and relieving them from the possi- 
bilities of eviction pending a further 
consideration of their ease; and. that 
neither the season of the year, nor the 
labours that we have already undergone, 
ought to exeuse us from promptly ~ 
ut 
what I say is this—the difficulties with 
which this question is beset are very 
great, and those diffieulties have been 
ey me! admitted by the action of the 
Member himeelf.. Why, this is the 
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third which the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork has made within 
the last month for dealing with this 
matter. On the 25th of August he sug- 

that there should be a revision 
of rents every three years, according to 
prices to be fixed by a man in an office 
in Dublin, with power to the Court to 
discriminate as to evictions, when the 
tenant lodged, not 50 per cent, but two- 
thirds of the rent due in Court. Then, 
again, on the 3rd September, he pro- 
posed that there should be power to 
suspend proceedings on ejectments on 
payment of three-fourths of the original 
rent into Court. Now we have . very 
different proposal, and altho the 
hon. Member may have —e good 
grounds, though he did not show them 
in his speech, for altering his mind on 
this question, yet the difference between 
his proposals proves that this is a ques- 
tion of no small difficulty, and not to be 
dealt with by this House without, at any 
rate, very careful consideration. 

Mr. PARNELL (Cork): I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon; I have 
not altered my mind at all. 

Sirk MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH: 
Even if the hon. Member has no further 
proposals to make, he has certainly 
altered his proposals, if he has not 
altered his mind. But if he has, he 
will have an opportunity, in replying 
upon the Amendment of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cambridge (Mr. Penrose Fitz- 
gerald), of stating how he proposes to 
modify the Bill, so as to bring it into 
accordance with the wishes of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid 
Lothian. I think the hon. Member had 
at first more than the judicial tenants 
in his mind—-at any rate, he did not 
confice his statements to judicial ten- 
ants. Now, my hon. and learned 
Friend the Solicitor General for Ire- 
land (Mr. Gibson) has shown that this 
Bill, as it now stands, would only apply 
to about 100,000 of the 500,000 existing 
Irish tenants—nawely, to the holders of 
judicial tenancies who have had their 
rents fixed up to the end of the year 1884. 
He will have nothing to say to those who 
have. have had their rents fixed since 
January Ist, 1885. They are to have no- 
thing,:while the others are to have prac- 
tically all the benefits of the’ Bill. I have 


‘inquired into'this matter, and I find that 
othe percentage of reduction made by the 
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different authorities in the judicial rents, 
as compared with the former rents on 
tenancies before the Ist of January, 
1885, was 18°320 per cent, and on ten- 
ancies after the lst of January, 1886, 
17248 per cent, so that the tenants the 
hon. Member does not propose to benefit 
have actually had a less reduction, on 
the average, in their rents than the ten- 
ants for whom the hon. Member invokes 
the powers of this Bill. Let me carry 
that a little farther. The hon. Member, 
and some other hon. Members, made a 
good deal of the abatements which have 
been made by the Land Commission 
during the earlier months of the pre- 
sent year; but when I come to look at 
the figures, I find that for September, 
October, November, December, 1885, 
and the month of January, 1886, the 
percentage reduction on the rents was 
very much the same as it had been in 
previous years. Why does the hon. 
Member stop at the 3lst of December, 
1884? Ifthe Land Commissioners have 
fixed the rents of the tenants up to the 
8lst of December, 1884, at too high a 
rate, surely, according to those figures, 
they have committed the same error 
up to the end of January, 1886. The 
reductions for February, March, April, 
May, June, and July, 1886, were, no 
doubt, larger than they had been before 
—from 6 to 8 per cent, I think—but they 
do not justify the proposal of the hon. 
Member to reduce the judicial rents 50 
percent. More than that, these reduc- 
tions are the only foundation of the hon. 
Member’s argument, and they are fal- 
lacious, because, in the last few months, 
the work of the Land Commission in 
fixing judicial rents has been very 
small indeed. Up to the end of Decem- 
ber, 1884, judicial rents amounting to 
£2,350,000 in all were dealt with, while 
in May and June, 1886, judicial rents to 
the amount of only £7,565 were dealt 
with. You will find the same thing 
| running through all the months of 1886. 
; You will find, no doubt, higher reduc- 
tions, but made upon a very small num- 
ber of rents, and therefore you cannot 
calculate averages upon them, so as to 
test the work of the Commission. The 
hon. Member for the City of Cork pro- 
poses that those who were so fortunate 
as to have their judicial rents fixed be- 
fore the end of December, 1884, are to 





benefit by this Bill. . Well, now, in all 
. [Second Might.” 





1199 © \\ananda! Relief 


of these cases, the Bill simply 
to get rid of that obligation arising'from 
judicial decisions under the Land Act of 
1881, which was affirmed so lately ‘as 
June last by the late Government, with 
the tacit consent of hon. Members below 
the Gangway opposite, as so sacred 
a compact’ that the proposed Irish 
Parliament was to be especially pre- 
vented from meddling with it; and now 
we are asked to get rid of 50 per cent of 
these judicial rents, without even an in- 
quiry into the state of the circumstances. 
And for what reason ? “Of: course, the 
whole basis of the argument of the hon. 
Member has been the exceptional fall in 
the prices of produce; but any hon. 
Member who has studied this Bill will 
see that, in the enacting parts of it, 
there 1s not a word about the fall in 
the prices of produce. The tenant, 
whatever may be his position, occupying 
under a judicial rent fixed before De- 
cember, 1884, may simply decline to pay 
that rent, and may obtain the suspension 
of proceedings for the recovery of his 
holding on payment of half-a-year’s rent 
into Court, 80 that he may apply to the 
Court to lower his rent on the ground of 
his inability to pay in accordance with the 
provisions of the Bill. But that inability 
may be due to any other cause than a 
fall in prices. It may be due to his 
having given too much for his tenant 
right. fe may arise from incompetency 
or reckless expenditure, through which 
the tenant may have rendered himself 
unable to pay his rent, and ‘yet, on the 
general argument of the fall in the 
prices of produce, he is to be excused 
half that rent on application to the 
Court, if he can show his inability on 
any ground to pay what the Oourt has 
adjudged to be a fair rent for his farm. 
It is not necessary to dwell longer on 
this point, because I thiak it has been 
completely dealt with already in the 
eourse of the debate. The Bill, in this 
respect, is simply a Bill for permanently 
reducing the judicial rents fixed before 


the 3st’ of December, 1884, by 50 per! 


eent. Upon what grounds is it 

that that should be done ? Ido not wish 
to impute motives to any hon. Members ; 
but I confess that’ it' seems ' to me. the 
result of the acceptance of such a pro- 
posal as this by Parliament would be, 
in the first place, to give a death-biow 
to the purchase; by the tenants, of their 
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holdings ‘under the provisions of the 
Land Act of 1885; which: was unani- 
mously: passed by Parliament; and, 
secondly, to give the Irish tenants, quite 
irrespective of their necessities, a very 
large ‘slice out of the’ property of 
their landlords. The ostensible reason 
is, that the Commissioners under’ the 
Land wer! have 5 — judicial — 
without due regard tc the possible 
in the prices of produce. I should like 
to know very much when the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for New- 
castle-on-Tyne first arrived at the con- 
clusion that it was possible that the 
Commissioners under the Land Act 
could have taken such a course as that ? 
I should like to know from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Derby 
when he addresses the House—as I 
presume he will—when that conclusion 
was first arrived at? The Land Commis- 
sioners were immaculate for a long time. 
When they were attacked from the 
landlords’ point of view, no language 
could be too strong to describe the ini- 
quity of the attacks: Now, they are 
thrown overboard altogether, and it is 
to be taken for granted, without auy 
inquiry at all, that: they have not done 
their duty by taking into consideration 
the ible fall in the price of agricul- 
tural produce in fixing judicial ‘rents. 
The hon. Member ‘for the City of Cork 
drew a comparison between the prices of 
farm produce which prevailed before 1884 
and between 1884 and 1885. I ventured 
to assert, im a previous debate on ‘this 
subject, that I did not believethat look- 
ing at the amount of the judicial rents 
then fixed; it was possible that ‘the 
Assistant Commissioners: could’ have 
fixed them merely'on the prices*which 
then prevailed: «1 quoted: to' the House 
the relation; between the totals of the 
judicial rents fixed up to the end of the 
year (886, and the valuation of thesamoe 
properties under Griffith’s valuation. I 
showed that the judicial rente amounted 
to £2;603,000-on properties ‘valued’ in 
Griffith’s valuation at £2,440,000, ‘and 
I went ‘on further to show the prices’ of 
ane on which the rents were fixed 
y Griffith’s ‘valuation. More than five 
important articles included’ ‘in the Sehe- 
dule are‘ absolutely higher at) the:pre- 
sent ‘time than’ they were ‘in 1862, /and 
I think, Sir, that that, generally speak- 
img, proves that the: jadicial vents could 
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the prices which prevailed between 1881 
and 1884. Unless it was proved not only 
that prices would fall from the point at 
which they stood at the time of Griffith’s 
valuation, but that the fall would be 
permanent and even increasing, there 
could be no real ground for any general 
reduetion in judicial rents. The hon. 
Member for the City of Cork inter- 
rupted me on that occasion, and he 
asked me what the relation between 
the judicial rents and Griffith’s valua- 
tion in particular counties’ was. I 
have looked further into the matter 
since, and I find that in the three 
counties of. Cork, Limerick, and Kerry, 
the judicial rents are considerably 
higher than Griffith’s valuation. That 
being so, I went on to inquire why; 
and | found that this was the reason— 
that the valuation of these counties 
was commenced in the years imme- 
diately succeeding the Irish Famine, and 
that they were settled, finally, by the 
middle of 1853, when the country was 
still suffering from the effects of that 
famine, when agricultural affairs were 
much depressed, and when poor rates 
were very high. Therefore, the valua- 
tion in these counties was fixed at a very 
low rate as compared with the valuation 
of counties fixed in succeeding years 
down to 1865. Furthermore, I also 
found that in these counties there had 
been large sums of money expended 
in improvements by loans from the State 
since Griffith’s valuation, not to say 
anything about the private expenditure 
of landlords or tenants. There had 
been an actual.expenditure in the 
counties of Cork and Sone of £400,000 
each, and in the county of Limerick of 
£284,000, money advanced by the State 
for the improvement of property by 
drainage and other works.. Therefore, 
Sir, upon all these grounds, it is per- 
fectly clear there would be reason why 
judicial rents fixed between 1881 and 
1884 in these counties should be con- 
siderably higher than Griffith’s valua- 
tion..in., 1853. Besides. that,..I. have 
noticed that nothing was said about the 
fall of prices\nntil the rejection of the 
Home Rule Billjof the late Government. 
Priges.were lower in, the spring and 
-— stiwotly than they pve now ; prices 
are distinctly rising at the present mo- 
inant, - E-baye, an: account; here, taken 
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from Zhe Farmers’ Gazette of Ireland, 
and, I am very glad to see it, which 
shows that at Banagher Fair, on the 
15th of September; 11,300 sheep had 
been penned, and that only 350 re- 
mained unsold, and that prices had 
gone up 5s. to 6s. per head higher than 
they’ were last year. The horse trade 
also was very good. I have also. a 
letter from Messrs. Hudson, the large 
provision merchants of Ludgate Hill, 
who say that the price of Cork butter is 
30 per cent higher at the present mo- 
ment than it was on the 30th of June 
last; firsts, which were at 75, are now 
105; seconds have advanced from 62 to 
83; and thirds, which were then 54, are 
now 70. That is borne out by the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork himself, 
who told the House, that although the 
price of butter had risen, it was an un- 
fortunate thing that the Cork farmers 
had no butter to send. So much for 
the first ground on which the proposal 
of the hon. Member is based; but he 
takes another ground, and that is the 
dread that the landlords will largely 
resort to evictions during the coming 
autum and winter, because the tenants 
are unable to pay their rent, and he 
quoted to the House figures, dating 
from some time back, of the total num- 
ber of evictions. Now, Sir, I quite 
agree with what fell from the noble 
Marquess the Member for Rossendale 
(the Marquess of Hartington), in the 
earlier part of the evening, as to the 
eviction statistics. They are utterly 
misleading. [‘ Oh, oh!”} Yes, they 
are, yy will explain to the House 
why they are. Certainly, I shall make 
it my business to see that they are, 
in future, so stated as to give a fair 
report to the House of what actually 
takes place. The hon. Member for the 
City of Cork quoted a certain number 
of evictions in certain quarters of the 
year. I will not enter into the com- 
parisons, but I will simply remind. the 
House that so far as the quarter endin 
June 30th last is concerned, the t 
numbers—on which faci I lay no stress 
—were less than the corresponding 
quarter of the previous year; and, fur- 
ther, that the numbers in any quarter 
have nothing whatever to do, as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


Newcastle-on- knows very well, 
with; the et 7 sere or the Chief 
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Secretary who may ‘happen to be in 
Office in that particular quarter. They 
are the result of previous processes in 
the Courts of Law. They come into 
execution at irregular dates, in regard 
to which the Government of the day 
can have no influence whatever. It is 
possible, no doubt, that the figures of 
evictions may increase during the eur- 
rent quarter as compared with the cor- 
responding quarter last year; but what 
I would wish the House to remember is 
this—that the number of evictions in- 
creasing is no proof of the inability of 
the tenants to pay the rent. It may be 
that a combination to resist the payment 
of rent prevents the tenant from pay- 
ing the rent. Therefore, if tenants 
who are able to pay: do not pay, land- 
lords have to resort to eviction as the 
only course open to them, and then after 
eviction, the authority of the combina- 
tion is kept up by outrages. Therefore, 
Sir, if evictions should increase, I re- 
peat that it is no proof of inability to 
pay: But I will go into the figures with 
regard to evictions. I am glad to find 
that for the week ending September 11, 
there were, in the whole of Ireland, only 
19 cases in which tenants were abso- 
lutely evicted from their holdings. Cases 
of this kind vary from week to week in 
a most extraordinary manner. If you 
analyze the figures, and take away from 
the total number of evictions, the num- 
ber of tenants reinstated as tenants or 
caretakers, I believe it is within the truth 
to say that, out of all the tenantsin Ire- 
land, the evictions for the year 1885do not 
amount to three out of 2,000 tenancies. 
Further than that, there are many cases 
of reinstatement which do not come to the 
knowledge of the Government at all—for 
instance, where tenants are not reinstated 
at the moment as tenants or caretakers, 
but come in again under the power of 
the six months’ redemption at a later 
date. Then, again, many of these evic- 
tions are due to debts to creditors who 
are not landlords at all. I will give the 
House some curious figures: on this 
point. I have looked into the statis- 
tics of evictions in the month of Au- 
gust, 1886. They were reported as 
482 in number, imeluding 2,374 per- 
sons. Now, I find that if you' eliminate 
‘from these numbers all except actual 
eases of evictions for non-payment: of 
rent———_—- i if bite iviteooW 
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Ms. T. O. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour): Judgment evictions on title, 
ora bill of sale. 
. Sm + MICHAEL HIOCKS-BEAOCH : 
Title has nothing whatever to do with 
the Bill ef the hon. Member for the City 
of Oork.. The observation of the hon. 
Member, therefore, is altogether irrele- 
vant; the Bill of the: ‘hon. Member for 
the City of Cork would not stop.a single 
eviction on title. . | 

Mz. T..0. HARRINGTON : Oh, yes, 
it would. 

Mr. PARNELL : | Proceedings for re- 
covery of rent are stayed. 

Sm MIQOHAEL HICKS-BEAOH : 
Evictions, as I have said, numbered 482 
in August, and out of that number only 
264 cases were due to the non-payment 
of rent—namely, 64 in Leinster, 53 in 
Ulster, 99 in Munster, and 48. in Con- 
naught. I will tell the House something 
more, which I think will show that those 
evictions, at any rate,.-were due to other 
causes besides the fail in the price of pro- 
duce during the past year. I find that 
out of the 264 cases, the number in which 
one year’s rent was due was 26 ; 14 years’ 
rent, 58; 2 years’ rent, 60; 24 years’ 
rent, 34 ; 3 years’ rent, 38); and between 3 
and 10 years’ rent, 48 cases. I think 
that shows that, if you simply wish to 
look at this matter from the point of 
view of the effect upon the tenant of 
the fall in prices which’ has occurred 
during the last year or 18 months, 
you must eliminate a great many 
cases of long arrears.: But there’ is 
something more. I cannot tell at the 
present time how many of those cases 
are cases in which judicial rents: have 
been fixed, but my impression is that they 
are avery small number indeed. ‘The 
Bill\of the hon. Member only applies to 
judicial rents. It would not: be meces- 
sary to stop evictions» in cases where 
judicial rents were not fixzed; if the 
tenants fell into difficulties, and m those 
circumstances desired: to apply to the 
Land Court for the fixing vf judicial 
rents. The evictions, to prevent which 
‘we are asked to make this great change 
in the law, are only. those: of judicial 
tenants whose inability to pay is due ‘to 
the recent fallin prices: With regard 
to that smal], number of cases—~and it/is 
very small—i have already stated tothe 
‘House, in ‘a previous debate, that:an 
)the-case of; these tenants,| the Coutity 
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Courts are em by a géneralysterms of Reference to the Commission, 
order of the Judges, to suspend, at their | whose appointment I have intimated to 


discretion, the execution of the judg- 
ments; and a similar jurisdiction has 
always been exercised by the Supreme 
Court. Ido not know, therefore, what 
more you want in order to guard against 
the few cases of undue hardship which 
may occur. I am quite certain thatthere 
is no ground whatever, looking at the 
facts of the case, for anything like the 
proposal of the hon. Member, which is, 
as I have already stated, a simple sus- 
pension of 50 per cent of the judicial 
rents fixed before 1884 over the whole of 
Ireland. Well, Sir, I have detained the 
House too long, and I really do not wish 
to reiterate anything I have previously 
said upon this subject. But I noticed that 
the right hon. Gentlemanthe Member for 
Neweastle-on-Tyne expressed a great 
desire to get the Land Question of Ire- 
land-settled on a firm and stable basis. 
Well, Sir, that is a desire in which I can 
assure him we sympathize with him 
most heartily. But we do not think that 
the best way to get the Land Question 
of Ireland settled on a firm and stable 
basis is to upset the great settlement of 
1881 at the first proposal of the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork. We think 
that these are matters sufficiently diffi- 
cult and important and complicated to 
require you to look before you leap. The 
right hon. Gentleman prefers to leap, 
before he looks, and I think, if he landed 
in the second reading of this Bill, he 
would have very considerable difficulty 
in choosing ground on which to put his 
foot at the next stage. I regretted to 
hear from a right hon. Gentleman who 
speaks with the honesty and the fairness 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Newcastle-on-Fyne, taunts directed 
against Her Majesty’s Government, for 
desiring to risk millions in making the 
State the direct landlord of Ireland. 
Sir, it is precisely because we do not 
desire to make! proposals to Parlia- 
ment which have not a substantial 
basis, and which we are not able to 
justify by sound and cogent argument, 
that we have decided on the imquiry 
which we have already stated to the 
House. it is our intention’ to institute. 
We believethat there is scope for inquiry, 
both in to the Land Act of 1881 
‘and the - Purchase Act of 1885. 
We have already stated to the House the 


the House this evening. We propose 
that that inquiry shall be begun as soon 
as possible, and brought to a completion 
without any unnecessary delay, and upon 
the result of that inquiry we hope to 
submit posals to the House next 
Session. PThe right hon. Member for 
Newecastle-on-Tyne tells us that our 
— in regard to social order in 
reland is not an easy one. He re- 
minds us that we are under great 
disadvantages as compared with the 
Government of Lord Spencer. I know 
very well—nobody knows better—thbat 
the position of the Irish Government 
in this matter is not an easy one, 
that we are under great disadvantages ; 
and I must state to the House that 
the position of affairs in Ireland now is 
such that it may well be that we shall 
have to ask the House to empower us to 
deal with the situation at an earlier date 
than may be anticipated. But we have 
no right to try to make our position in 
Ireland easy by the means which the 
right hon. Gentlemen suggests. He 
tells us that we make no attempt to 
secure peace and harmony with the Irish 
Party. I am very well aware what 
the value of peace and harmony with 
the Irish Party might be to the Govern- 
ment of Ireland; but we have no right 
to buy peace by doing injustice. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian, in 1881, characterized his 
own amendment of the Irish Land Law 
as one which had removed all injustice 
as between landlord and tenant. We 
take our stand upon that settlement 
until, by inquiry, it is proved to be 
wrong. We will not buy peace in 
Ireland by doing that which we are 
not convinced is right. We desire, as 
much as any hon. Members in this House 
can desire, to govern Ireland Constitu- 
tionally, in accordance with the wishes of 
the Irish people. But, Sir, we will not 
attempt to govern Ireland by a policy of 
blackmail. It is because that attempt has 
been made so often by right hon. Gen- 
tlemen who sit on that (the Front Oppo- 
sition) Bench, from time to time, yield- 
ing to coercion and dictation on the 
part of hon. Members below the Gang- 
way, that we are landed to-day in the 
difficulties that environ the Irish 
uestion, and that the hon. Member 
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for the City of Cork has been’ émboldened 
to place ‘before this House a Bill which; 
though pu! to bea mere instal/ 
ment of justice to’ the poor Irish tenatits, 
is an act of gross injustice to the land- 
lords of Ireland. ‘ shin? 
Sie WILLIAM HAROOURT (Derby): 
Sir, I think the House and the country 
will note°with considerable alarm the 
tone of defiance and menace with which 
the right hon. Baronet opposite the Ohief 
Secretary for Ireland is embarking on 
his mission of peace. We have never 
asked the right hon. Gentleman or the 
Government to seek peace through in- 
justice; but what we have asked them to 
do is to seek peace in Ireland by a pro- 
cess which we believe to be just and 
right. [ Oriesof “Oh!” ‘from the Ministerial 
Benches.| Yes, you may differ in your 
opinion as to that which is just and 
right ; but for the right hon. Gentleman 
to aceuse us, or any Members in this 
House, of deliberately seeking peace 
through “blackmail,” is a charge which 
I venture to repudiate as indecent, un- 
founded, and‘ uncalled for. The right 
hon. Gentleman commenced his speech 
with a very singular complaint. He 
said that the Irish Members had not 
ken enough in this debate. Well, 
that was not a very prudent challenge to 
make to Irish Members towards the end 
of September. I suppose, the House is 
pretty well aware of what the views of 
the Irish Members below the Gangway 
upon this Bill are, and it was not at all 
unnatural they should desire that the 
views of hon. Members from England 
and Scotland upon it should be stated 
to the House. Well, Sir, having taken 
notice of the second, and, fortunately, the 
shorter partof the right hon.Gentleman’s 
speech, in which he menaced the House 
with an early meeting, for pu 
which we can easily detect, I will turn 
my attention to the earlier and more 
tranquil portion of his speech. It is not 
denied, and I, for one, do not deny for 
one moment, that this is a Bill of a most 
exceptional character. (A laugh.) I 
— hon. Members opposite who laugh 
will agreé with me that it is an excep- 
tional Bill, which can only be justified 
on exceptional grounds. Therefore, the 


question we have to consider, in voting 
upon this Bill, is whether there are such 
exceptional grounds as will justify a Bill 
of this description ? ‘The Chief Secretary 
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for Treland just now said ‘that hothing 
Hhad been ‘heard “about low’ prices, an 

their effect on: the ability of tenants to, 
Bay ‘their rent, until ‘the ‘Home Rule 


was ‘rejected. [An hon. MeMser 
Fear, héar , Anflidn.’ Member says 
“ Hear, hear!”*' Will he kindly say 


“Hear, hear!” to what I am going 
to. tead? “Now, ‘Sit, before. the fiome 
Rule ‘Bill was réejected—on ‘the 20th of 
March—a very high authority indeed 
—not a Nationalist authority—gave its 
views on the question of low. prices and 
the reduction of rént. I really believethat 
the hon. Gentleman who cried “Hear, 
hear!’’ and some others, conceive that 
the idea of low prices, as affecting the 
ability to pay rent, is a wicked invention 
of the Nationalist Party. “There are 
many hon. Members who are in the 
habit of reading The Zimes newspaper 
every morning, and this is what that 
great and infallible authority said on the 
20th of March—long before the Home 
Rule Bill had been rejected. I want to 
show the House that the notion that this 
was an invention of the enemy, and 
that nothing was heard of the fall of 

ricés until the Home Rule Bill was re- 
jected, is altogether unfounded. Now, 
that great leader of public opinion— 
[An hon. Memser: Hear, hear!|—I 
am glad that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
accept it as such—that great leader of 
oo ic opinion stated on the 20th of 

arch— 

‘*Upon facts unhappily too patent to all the 
world—the fall in agricultural values on a soil 
to a great extent poor, worn out, and badly 
farmed—not only has rent disappeared, but 
cultivation has almost become impossible. It 
is not too much to say that the rental of 528,000 
holdings in Ireland is awe ig irrecoverable 
by any , whether landlord, lish Govern- 
ment, or Irish Government. Holdings of an 
average value of £6 offer no margin to meet 
such @ fall in values as has already occurred, 
and that is very likely to be more seriously felt. 
We have reason to believe that the full extent 
even of existing shrinkages of values has not 
yet been experienced, and in that case all the 
weaker men, together with’ many of the com- 
paratively strong, will go down, and their 
rentals will have to be wrilten off as a had debt. 
Thus one-third of the total rental of Ireland is 
worthless, and the other two-thirds are ob- 
viously and apart from all political difficulties 
indefinitely depreciated.” 

Now, that was not invented after the 
rejection of the Home Rule Bill. It 
was not the idea of the Nationalist 
Party; but it was the deliberate opinion 
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of The Times new on facts, patent 
con ee ton ee (quite true: that 
bb Ties now says exactly the i 
ut then you may set one authorit 
against the other. I only quote The 
Times for the purpose of showing how 
ridiculously extravagant and absurd is 
the statement that the. fall in prices 
was not invented till after the defeat of 
the Home Rule Bill, or that it was the 
invention of the Nationalist Party. I 
quoted in a former debate, and I will 
not quote again, another authority, 
neither a Nationalist authority, nor one 
subsequent to the rejection of the Bill. 
Mr. Murrough O’Brien, in his evidence 
before the Commission on the Depres- 
sion of Trade, stated that the fall in 
prices would very, seriously affect. the 
ability of the tenants to pay their rents. 
I also quoted Mr. Tuke, to the same 
effect. An hon, Member complained 
that I did not also cite the remedies 
pro by Mr, Tuke; but, that was 
not the abject with which I quoted him. 
T also quoted him to show that the fall 
in values had seriously affected the 
ability to pay rents, and that, according 
to Mr. Tuke, one-third of Ireland in the 
West was affected. Then, it is quite 
plain that these opinions were not. in- 
vented at the moment for political pur- 
poses, because they are opinions which 
were promulgated and stated by more 
than one authority long before the rejec- 
tion of the Home Rule Bill—six months 
. The hon. Member for the City of 
Cork has referred to the judicial deci- 
sions of the Land Commissioners in 
1885. That is .a most important cir- 
cumstance, and. I cannot think that the 
Chief Secretary for [reland sufficiently 
appreciated the cogency of the argu- 
ment. What are the facts? In Leinster, 
taking as the standard the Government 
valuation, which is practically, for Poor 
Law purposes, Griffith’s valuation, the 
main body of judicial rents were 15 per 
cent above Griffith’s valuation. During 
the first four months of this year they 
have. been 16 per cent below. That is 
a difference of 31 per cent. Now, these 
facts have never been really dealt with 
on the other side of the House during 
this debate. In Connaught, the main 
body of rents were. settled at 13-2 per 
eent above Griffith’s valuation; and in 
the first four months of this year they 
have been 18 per cent. below, or a differ- 
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te; | vented for. political 
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of 31 percent agein. These arenot 
opinions of individuals, or things in- 

itical purposes by the Na- 

tionalist Party, but they are judicial de- 
cisions. upon actual cases, and under. the 
circumstances of the time... Well; in 


Munster, ju, it is the same, although 
as regards Dlater, owing. to souli cir- 
cumstances, the case is different. In 


Munster, the rents were 25-8. per cont 
above the Government valuation.in the 
former period; and. in the first four 
months of this;year they were 2:1 above 
it, which shows a falling off of. 23, per 
cent. These are. facts you have, got to 
deal with, .and I venture to,say that you 
have not yet dealt with them. Answer 
this question—Why is it that the Land 
Commissioners, during the last four 
months of last. year and the first four 
months of this year, have. been, fixing 
rents upon values so much lower than 
they were in thesame districts formerly ? 
I have before me the Blue Book which 
gives the rents fixed in the months of 
May and June at pages 34-5-6. There 
are whole columns of the rents, of which 
we have heard something of the Mar- 
quess of Clanricarde. hat is the cha- 
racter of these judicial decisions? . I 
will take one. The rent adjudicated 
upon was £25; the Government valua- 
tion was £21; and what was the rent 
judicially settled? Itwas £17 10s. In 
another case, the figures are, £41 rent, 
£39 valuation, settled rent £31; In 
another case, the rent. £12) 10s., valua- 
tion £12, settlement £9; and so on, all 
through these pages, there are figures 
representing a reduction ranging from 
25, to 30. per, cent. These, are. facts 
which have to be dealt with., Is it a 
fact that.when other judicial rents were 
settled, they were settled upon a similar 
basis.?. What does the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, say to this? He. said that the 
fall of prices was great in 1885; but he 
finds that the judicial rents settled in 
1885 were very much,the same as in the 
previous period. That may be so; but 
everybody knows there is a great differ- 
ence between the effects of the first year 
of a depression and those of, a second 
year of depression. It is not until the 


second year that the real stress comes 
upon the tenants. It is because the Com- 
missioners have found the long continu- 
ance of this depression that they have 
arrived at their decision, to reduce the 


A a A [Second Night] 











rents: The right hon. Gentleman says 
it is quite true that the number of cases 
adjudicated upon is much less than it 
was in former times, and he does not see 
that that is an argument that tells very 
much against him. Why'is' it that few 
cases are coming in, or that any cases 
are coming in at all? In the former 
years since 1881, all the tenants who 
thought their rents were too high, and 
who thought they could get an advan- 
tageous reduction, came into Oourt to 
get them adjudicated upon. Those who 
did not come in, were those who thought, 
in the average run of the decisions, they 
would gain no sufficient advantage in 
the reduction of rent. But who are the 
people who have been coming in now ? 
It is the men who did not come in be- 
fore, because they thought they would 
get no reduction of rent, but who know 
that, under present prices, they can 
come into Court and get great reduc- 
tions. Then I say, and all I ask myself 
and those who will vote for this Bill 
—|(Jnterruption|—the manners of the 
House of Commons are not what they 
used to be in days gone by. I repeat 
again, that I ask myself, and I ask those 
who are going to vote for the second 
reading of the Bill, is there not a strong 
prima facie case of probable injustice if 
you do not do something that is calcu- 
lated to stay evictions? [*‘ No!’’) 
Well, that is the question. {“ No!” 

You may answer ‘“‘No;” but I am 
going to give reasons why the answer 
should be ‘‘ Yes,” and I ask for the 
patience of hon. Members. I have 
given some evidence of the opinions 
that have been expressed, and I have 
stated what appears to be some cogent 
evidence in regard to judicial decisions ; 
but there is evidence of another charac- 
ter. There have been, I am happy to 
say, in some parts of Ireland voluntary 
reductions going on. The hon. Member 
for the City of Cork has stated the case 
of Lord Fitzwilliam, as one proof that 
the fall in prices has created a necessity 
for the reduction of rents. I would call 
the attention of hon. Gentlemen to a 
paragraph appearing in The St. James’s 
Gazette, which is not a Nationalist paper, 
a statement which gives the names of 
several landlords who have made reduc- 
tions of 20 per cent, 25 per cent, and even 
40 per cent. I want to know if that is not 
some evidence that there is a case for a 
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reduction of rent? ‘But ean you be satis- 


‘fied, ae see ee with the 


probability that all landlords are like 

to act as those landlords have acted ? 

would ask the opinion of some hon. 
Members of this House on the subject 
as to whether or not there is a case for 
the reduction of rent. What is the 
opinion of my noble Friend the Mem- 
ber for’ Rossendale (the’ Marquess of 
Hartington)? He has objected to this 
Bill, on the very nd‘ that there is 
no case for the reduction of rent. The 
greater part of his speech was received 
—and Iam not surprised at it—with 
enthusiastic applause from hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. Yes; but there was one 
striking passage in his speech which 
was received with a remarkable silence, 
and that was the solemn appeal which 
he made to the landlords of Ireland. 
[ Cries of **No!”} Not a cheer then. 
| Renewed cries of “No!” ] Every man 
on those Benches was dumb ; there was 
not acheer. [‘‘No, no!”? Hon. Mem- 
bers who were not here then, but who 
are here now, are very ready to cry 
‘‘No!” Myj{noble Friend appealed to 
the landlords of Ireland to act with a 
sense of their responsibilities. Respon- 
sibilities for what? Responsibilities for 
the existing judicial rents? Was that 
what my noble Friend meant? He 
appealed to the landlords in Ireland 
not only to do so themselves, but to 
use their influence to the same end with 
others. We have had no such appeal 
as that from the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland. All his speech was a justifica- 
tion, and an argument, to show the 
landlords of Ireland that there was no 
case whatever for a reduction of rents, 
and that anyone who spoke of it was 
preaching injustice. [Cries of “No, 
no!” from the Ministerial Benches.) T 
appeal to my noble Friend the Mem- 
ber for Rossendale; he knows some- 
thing of the condition of Ireland ; he 
made an appeal to the landlords to have 
due regard to their resposibilities, and to 


‘use their influence withtheir neighbours; 


and he gave the strongest indication as 
to what his view is as to the necessity 
for dealing kindly with the tenants. 
Well, Sir, that is not the opinion of the 
Loyal and Patriotic Union. I am very 
glad to see that my noble Friend is not 
always in aceordance with them, though 
I believe he did attend one of their 
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autumn. festivities. im, 
their pamphlet, that there isn in 


the agricultural condition of, nd 
which ange ve sane ehange or ‘any: re- 
mission of rents. To prove that is the 
whole object of their pamphlet, and 
that is what they haye. declared. I was 
rather cae i ag gga rather 
large |pamp e| drin ument, 
which has. been served up in thie de- 
bate more than onee. The objection I 
have to the drink argument is, that I 
believe it is an argument entirely un- 
founded and untrue, What is the nature 
of that argument ?,.. The nature of it is, 
that the Irish people must be more pros- 
perous, because they drink more than 
they used to.do. But is it true that 
they are drinking more? I took up 
yesterday the latest Returns of the 
Board of Trade—the Return for August. 
Taking out the quantity of spirits “x 
for consumption in Ireland—it only d 

with the whisky consumed and not ex- 
ported—it appears that in the first six 
months of 1884, the consumption was 
2,423,000 gallons; in 1885, it was 
2,343,000 gallons; and in 1886, it was 
2,209,000 gallons, a regular but most 
rapid decrease in the first six months of 
1886. Well, the drink argument is a 
very silly argument at the best; but 
when you are using the silly arguments 
of the Loyal and Patriotic Union, you 
may as well have your facts correct. 
Well, then, I confess that, upon these and 
other grounds which I have stated, I 
come to the conclusion that there is a 
very strong primd facie case for the 
belief that rents upon the present 
prices may be and are too high. I 
would ask the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, upon his own responsibility—for 
he has official information, he has the 
means of knowing—is he prepared to say 
that the rents are not too high upon the 
present prices in Ireland, or any part 
of it? Well, Sir, let him be aware of 
the answer to that question. If he says 
‘* No,”. what does that mean? It means 
telling the landlord in Ireland that there 
is no reason why he should reduce his 
rents, if the Chief Secretary, on his 
own responsibility, says that there is 
nothing in the condition of Ireland 
which should lead to the conclusion that 
rents are at alltoo high, But, if that is so, 
why should any landlord reduce his rents? 
What reason. is there? Therefore, if 






| that beso; it is a distinct j i 
‘the.landlords for. ‘for the ut- 
most farthing and evicting the tenants. 





ting 
[Ministerial ories of “No, nol”): You 
cannot escape from that conclusion. If 
there is no; reason for lowering rents, 
why should rents be lowered? [ ‘Hear, 
hear!.’’] . Then hon. Gentlemen accept 
that conclusion.. If rents are exacted, 
and. not’ id, evictions must -fol- 
low. But if the right hon. Gentleman 
were to take the other course, and say 
that there is possibly and even probably 
a case for the reduction of rents, what 
is the Government going to do? They 
say they are going to appoint a Com- 
mission. I will not argue technically 
upon the terms of that Commission ; but 
every man of common sense will admit 
that you do not propose a Commission 
to inquire unless you think there is 
something wrong. I do not presume 
that Her Majesty’s Government would 
appoint a Commission to inquire into 
the advantages, if any, of the Monar- 
chial form of Government, and then say 
that they express no opinion upon the 
subject, or that they would appoint a 
Commission to inquire into the advan- 
tages or disadvantages, if any, of con- 
tinuing an Established Church. That 
is not the way an Executive Government 
proceeds with respect to a Royal Oom- 
mission. They do not appoint a Com- 
mission unless they think there is some- 
thing wrong, something that probably 
has to be amended. ell, but, if you 
are to have a Commission, I entirely 
agree with my right hon. Friend the 
Member for Newcastle-on-Tyne that the 
Commission proposed by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Gis of Cork is a far better 
Commission than that proposed by Her 
Majesty’s Government. The Commission 
proposed by that hon. Member is the 
Land Commission, which knows all about 
the matter, which for five years has had 
experience of the condition of the tenants, 
and has a knowledge of all the tene- 
ments through the length and breadth 
of Ireland. It is a Commission which 
will bring full knowledge to bear on the 
inquiry; and, if there are grounds for 
doing so, can give relief and redress. 
Therefore, that is proceeding by a Com- 
mission which will have power to give 
relief. But your Commission—how is 
it going to proceed? Is it going to ex- 
amine in detail or in gross? Is it going 
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to decide, by looking at one place, where, 
the rents are too high, that they are, 
therefore, too high im, anather place ?, 
That would be most unjust; it would be 
most unsatisfactory. The only way to 
come to a eonclusion on the matter is to 
examine intoall the places; or, at all 
events, to give to every place an oppor-) 
tunity of laying its case before a tri- 
bunal fitted to ju My noble Friend 
the Member for dale made an 
attack upon my right hon. Friend the 
Member for Mid Lothian with regard to 
what he said about the Commission, 
which attack was not altogether war- 
ranted. [Zaughter.| Well, I give that 
as my opinion, and I have a_ perfect 
right to express an opinion on the mat- 
ter. Iam sure that it was from inad- 
vertence that my noble Friend quoted 
one part of my right hon. Friend’s speech 
and omitted to quote that which imme- 
diately follows the words which he read. 
My right hon. Friend the Member for 
Mid Lothian said, on the 24th of August, 
on the subject of the Commission— 

“ Even on the showing of the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman (Mr. Plunket) himself these 
evictions will take we: before the Report of 
the Commission and, 4 fortiori, before it is pos- 
sible that there can be any legislation upon it. 
Therefore, we are in this position—that we are 
saying to the tenant, ‘ You must pay your rent 
in November on pain of eviction,’ and, at the 
same time, we are insinuating—and more than 
insinuating, wé are carrying with considerable 
authority into his mind—the belief that his 
rent is an unjust rent by appointing a Commis- 
sion to inquire whether it is unjust or not,’’— 
(3 Hansard, [308] 422.) 

And yet my noble Friend has indicated 
that, with the full knowledge of the 
terms of the Commission, my right hon. 
Friend has entirely omitted to state that 
there was any] ground whatever for any 

roceedings with respect to the stay of 
a tan o Then it is said that this may 
be all very true, and that rents may be 
too high aa ge in consequence of 
a temporary fall in prices. The land- 
lords, it is said, will give relief in these 
eases. I am not going to say anything 
against the landlords of Ireland. I do 
not hold at all, as one hon. Member in 
this debate has said, that they have a 
double dose of original sin. I think 


they are very like other people, and I 
think that when a strong Government 
tells them that there is no case for a 
reduction in rents, and tells them also 
that the whole power of this country 
shall be at their disposal to levy rent, 
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Government at their word. Now, I can-. 
not admit that the landlords are to be 
taken as. very sound and impartial 
judges of their own case. They pro- 
tested against the Land Act of 1881, 
I dare say in perfectly good faith. They 
said—“ rents are fair, and not too 
high; why, then, should you legislate 

instthem?’’ Parliament, in spite of 
what they said, passed the Act. The 
rents were submitted to examination, 
and what was the result? Why, that 
they were reduced nearly 20 per cent. 
The landlords, unfortunately, therefore, 
had been 20 per cent wrong in their 
estimate of fair rents. I hear constant 
complaints that the Land Act reduced 
rents in Ireland by £500,000. I dare 
say it did; but what is the conclusion 
to be drawn from this? It is that, for 
years before the passing of the Act, the 
landlords had been levying £500,000 
a-year more than they ought. Well, 
Sir, my noble Friend the Member for 
Rossendale has made a solemn appeal 
to the landlords of Ireland to regard 
their responsibilities. He did not al- 
ways confine himself to appeals of that 
character. In the year 1880, as he has 
stated, he was a Member of the Govern- 
ment which proposed the Compensation 
for Disturbance Bill. That Bill was re- 
jected by an overwhelming majority of 
the House of Lords, and my noble Friend 
said that a great responsibility was 
thrown upon the people who rejected 
it. This was no doubt the case, and the 
rejection of the Bill was the cause, I be- 
lieve, of most of the misfortunes and of 
the horrors which followed. In like 
manner, I believe your rejection of this 
measure will be responsible for a deal 
that may ensue. Now I will read what 
my noble Friend said on thiit occasion. 
He was speaking of the Act of 1870, 
and he said— 


“The principal object of the Act was, as I 
have — — to yr wy to the ten- 
ant, subject, of course, to the ent by him 
of att a rent ; but the Mad tarvecte which 
have prevailed in this country, and still more 
so in Ireland, have rendered the payment of a 
reasonable rent in that country an impossibility. 
Almost all over England the landlords have 
most willingly submitted to a reduction of rent ; 


but the harvests, which in England have 
roduced partial failure of the crops, have in 
freland produced ‘an almost total fai In 


some parts of Ireland the impoverished ’?— 
mark these words—‘“ circumstances of the ten- 
ant have placed in the hands of the landlord a 
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olga yey 
a ce.of athalfior aiqua ay 
th lens bis esteta.of Bundeedapt tenants whom, 
in ordinary eircumstances, he would not have 
bach able 40 x joys, except upon payment of a’ 
heavy pecuniaty fine. I usk whether that is 
le bag may calculated to. epable, 
absolutely fo. defen; tha, smal pospoeee of the 
_ Supposing . to clear his 
wate a a ring sand te, Ke knows 
that this is the time to‘dc'it ; and if he should 
lose pp ty,he can omever have. it 
aguin wi &) great) pecuniary 
Therefore, ptional ci f the 
saree sacs t nds of t fandlords 


times have placed in the 
in Treland+ and sich there are—a' power which 
will enable them absolately to defeat the pur- 
poses of ‘the:Land Acti of 1870."'+(3: Hansard, 
(aga) A706.).5.) | ts : 


Well, under those circumstances, he did 
not make an avpeal to the landlords in 
Ireland., An appeal to the good land- 
lords was not necessary; an appeal to 
the bad Jandlords was useless. What 
did ‘my noble Friend do? He was one 
of the responsible Government which 
proposed and carried through this House 
8 Cdnncranhion for Disturbance Bill 
—a Bill which was described and de- 
nounced by the Party opposite in ex- 
actly the same language asis now being 
used against this Bill. Now, Sir, see 
how this operates. Is it quite impos- 
sible that you will have harsh treat- 
ment or hard cases on the part of land- 
lords under éxisting circumstances? Is 
that so? I referred before to Mr. 
Tuke’s pamphlet to show what is going 
on in Ireland now;.and anyone.who 
will, take the trouble to look into that 
publication will see cases given illus- 
trative of the enormous sacrifices made 
by individual tenants, whose names are 
set forth, in order to meet the claims of 
their landlords, These are not stories 
told ‘by the Nafionalist Party. They 
are told by Mr. Tuke, and confirmed 
by the police. Page after page shows 
how the tenants under notice of eject- 
ment, and in a condition of absolute 
starvation, are paying the rent at every 
possible sacrifice, in order to keep the 
roof over their heads, Sir, it is very 
often said—and I believe really that 
part of the great alarm felt on the 
matter is owing to this—that the con- 
dition of things in Ireland is very often 
judged by the conditions which surround 
landownership in England ; yet the cases 
are very different. 1 do not think that 


families in such circumstances as those 
[THIRD SERIES. | 
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‘cases in’ 


ireland) BU, 1288 
referred? to in’) Mr.. Take’s ‘pamphiet: 
would’ have ‘been put under notice of: 
ejectment. I have never heard of isuch: 
England. «:{ Oh, oh }?!} » Hons 
Gentlemen opposite may have heard of 
them—I do not know whether it ie an 
English or Irish Member who expresses 


thatdisapproval, In England avery large 


part of the rent—I believe as much as 
two-thirds—really nt the interest 
on monéy which the: landlord has him~ 
self expended on the farm. In Ireland 
not always, perhaps, bat asa rule, it ré- 


i no part of the rent. The rent in 
r 





eland is the rent of the land, and no- 
thing but the land. All the means of 
occupying and the means of cultivating 
it have been exclusively provided by 
the tenant; and that fact is one of 
enormous importance when you eome to 
eonsider where the burden ought to fall 
in times when it is difficult or next to 
impossible to pay the existing rents. 
The hon. Member for Cambridge (Mr. 
Penrose-Fitzgerald), in his able speech 
the other night, said that the landlords 
of Ireland were being attacked on ac- 
count of their fidelity to British rule. I 
think, however, that British rule has 
been attacked on account of the land- 
lords.of Ireland. I think it is because 
British rule has been employed so long 
in maintaining a land system which was 
unjustifiable that the feelings and hearts 
of the Irish people have been alienated 
from it. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman (Mr. Matthews), the other 
night, said that Parliament had no 
moral right to deal with this question of 
rent—that it was precluded; and I 
think my noble Friend the Member for 
Rossendale followed in the same strain. 
I should like to ask those two Gentle- 
men how far they are prepared to carry 
that doctrine? Supposing they were 
convinced ' that the fall in prices had 
made the payment of rent absolutely 
impossible, would they still maintain 
that Parliament has no moral right to 
give relief to the tenants? Well, Sir, 
the doctrine of the Home Secretary is 
not a new one; it is, on the eontrary, 
very old. We know it in very familiar 
language. ‘It was laid down in a great 
case decided/at Venice— 
“ Tt must ndt be; there is no power in Venice 

Can alter a decree established : 

*T will be racordéd for a precedent ; 


And an error, by the same example, 
Will rush into the State. It cannot be.” 


2k | Second Night. ] 
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Yes; the' a etyine was Puunciated By. 
dhe hible Lard tHe" Ghimeaos of th, 
Exchequer (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
on the first night of the Session, amid 
the enthusiastic cheérs. f the landlords 


who sit behind him. ' They seemed -to 
exclaim— —~ ave yin 

‘“ A Daniel come to judgment ! 

Oh, wits young judge? 


Oh, ex young than !*’ 

Biit it would have béen well if thé noble’ 
Lord, like Portia, had acchmpanied his 
judgment ‘with the condition “that the 
exaction and ‘éxecution of the bond 
should be unaccompanied by the ldss of | 
not a aro of Christian blood! ‘The! 
right hon, Baronet the Chief Secretary 
for Treland ‘invited ‘us, challenged. us, 
demanded that we should stand by the 
Act of 1881. That is all very fine; but 
is he going to stand by the Act of 1881? 
What is the object of his Commission ? 
He tells us, and the noble Lord told us 
on the first night of the Session, that 
they considered that the Act of 1881 
was thoroughly wrong in its principle; 
that it was founded on a dual dildontcih : 
and that one of the main objerts of their 
inquiry was to set aside the principle of 
the Act of 1881, the principle of dual 
possession, and substitute for it the 
cena od of sole ownership. What right 

ave people to talk of standing on the 
Act of 1881, and engage in a campaign 
against the fundamental principle of it? 
Then, Sir, it is said—the hon. Member 
for Cambridge said—‘‘ Oh, there is an- 
other remedy—namely, the sale of land.” 
Ah, Sir, that is the keynote to the whole 
matter. The landlords want’ to force 
the purchase of their land at the ex- 
pense of the English Exchequer: I 
spoke to an Irish Tory Member the 
other day, who said that rents must be 
kept up, because they were the great 
leverage for forcing the sale of the land. 
That sentiment transpired, I think, in 
the speech of the hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge, though it was well wrapped up. 
That is the real policy of the landlords; 

and when we are asked to rely on the 
landlords of Ireland to make abate- 
ments where it is necessary, it must be 

remembered that it is to their interest, 
if they want to force a sale, to keep up 
their rents. ‘What are the Government 
going to do under the circumstances ? 
They are going to do nothing them- 

selves except to inquire. They have 


| T have seen the ‘most 
»'4 of the condition ‘of ‘the 
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told’ fie Tandlorde that’ thiére’ id tio cate’ 
for ete io ‘renter of so 
What ate ‘the’ prospects—T do not mean” 


of thé' disturbatice of sovial “order, but 
the ‘material prospects—of ‘the tenants 
during’ the''comitig winter’?’E do ‘not’ 
know whether or not'they aré true ; but 
ing accounts: 
Treland.”’ ay they are ‘not trae ; but; 
if they are,‘the outlook ‘is a-most setious 
ond. | '['* No, no!” ) THe ‘noble Lord 
opposite seems to dowbt it. °"' ’ 

“Tae CHANCELLOR or rae BXOAE- 
QUER’ (Lord) Raxporpa’ -Cirvromrt) 
(Paddington, 8.);''T “was ‘asking ‘the’ 
Chief Secretary if ‘he had heard of it: 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well; 
I take it from’ the same authority as that 
I have already quoted—not a Nationalist 
newspaper, but the St. James's Gasette— 
that the potato blight has developed 
itself most extensively within the last 
three weeks in the South and West, and 
is extending throughout those districts. 
The authority given for this is T. J: 
Clancy, im his butter report—a butter 
merchant who travels tle country. 
cannot vouch for the truth of this state- 
ment. I do not know the gentleman 
who makes it, or whether he' is the 
Member—— 

An Trish Memser : Itis not the Mem- 
ber for Dublin County, but'a Conserva- 


tive. 

Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: At any 
rate, if the statement is well-founded, it 
discloses, no doubt, a very formidable 
state of things. What are the Govern- 
ment going to do ?—nothing but inquire. 
They have told the landlords that there 
is no case for any reduction or remission 
of rent. [* No, had Well, if not 
that, what has been the line of argument 
all through on the other side of the 
House, except that there is no reason for 
the reduction of rent? If the Govern- 
ment tell the landlords that, depend 
upon it they will take them at their 
word. On this side of the House, I 
think, the majority of us have come to 
the conclusion that there is a case made 
out. We consider that there may be, 
and probably will be, great injustice, 
great hardship, great oppression of 
tenants, unless there is some measure of 
relief extended to them. | We believe 
that, there being that danger, measures 
should be taken to prevent that- injus- 
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tigas, that it 
bunal 
mission—to |, aes 
parties, to pa 6 oc 
cases, at ome a soley 0 
arrears; and that the nae on prs 
duction of rent, ‘‘ifany,” showid k 
the Court to decide. . Wel) 8 pests 
vernment reject other ae 
posal as a remedy for | the dred evils, 
f the ¢ winter... aay h Ave. ps: 
Deer, they. have the majority, 
also will cor the me / 
not surprised that the Party o 
par excelience, andlords’ 
their policy the landlords’ policy 'T do 
not. complain of the Tory Party’ taking 
up that line; but; what I want to know 
is, what is the course the Liberal Party 
are going to take under these circum- 
stances? This.is an occasion pregnant 
with future consequences. The division 
which is to take place is an important 
one, It will be remarkable by those 
who vote in it, but, still more remark- 
able by those who absent themselves 
from it. What. the great majority of 
= Liberal Party will do I think I know. 
hey will vote with the Leader of the 
Liberal Party. My noble Friend the 
Member for Rossendale has left us in 
no doubt as to what he is going to do, 
He made to-night as stout a landlord 
speech as I ever heard in my life. I do 
not think I have ever heard the high 
rerogative of the landlord put on so 
high halevel. Ido not complain of m 
noble Friend for that. It is quite natural. 
I remember.a story which I think is told 
of Joseph IL., the Head of the Holy Ro- 
man Empire, He was discussing matters 
with a Liberal politician, and in the 
course of the conversation he said very 
frankly—‘‘ As for me, I am a Royalist ; 
it is my profession.” Well, I do not 
complain of my noble Friend. Whathe 
has done is quite natural; he is a laud- 
lord; it is his profession. My noble 
Friend, though a most important Mem- 
ber, is not the only Member of the Dis- 
senting Liberal Party.. But at this fall 
of the year he sits there very like “the 
last rose of summer.” There i is, no doubt, 
one ‘‘ lovely companion.” by his side— 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Grimsby (Mr, Heneage); but the 
others are mostly “faded and gone.” 
The noble Marquess described this Bill 
as reyolutionary and Socialistic. Where 
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MS raing ae my zm the A) et 
su enc at Birmingham ‘ 
sry Ha barat are thers six? It 
|| minds me of the constellation of seven 
stars, the Pleiades, in which there is 
cecasionally a star missing... In the wad 
mingham, constellation there are pezesh 
ie t parti arfign ar stars b oace d to-ni, its 
here is ae senior Member for 
Lise Jobn, Bright), the great 
champion, in former days o 6, im- 
poyerished tenants? as he come to 
the oopelpeion that force is the only re- 
medy? Well, but there is another Mem- 
ber for Birmingham absent to-night, my 
right hon. Friend (Mr. Joseph Cham- 
berlain), who, a. few months ago, pro- 
posed as the only and necessary remedy 
for the maintenance of social order in 
Ireland the suspension of evictions, 
Where is my right hon. Friend? "What 
has become of the eminent and select 
body, the Radical Unionists ? ere is 
another Member for Birmingham (Mr, 
Jesse Collings) distinguished from all— 
he will be recognized by the House when 
I say he is the hero of ‘‘ three acres and 
acow;” the friend of the poor tenant 
all over the world. When I ask where 
he is, I am reminded of a celebrated 
apostrophe of Lord Chatham—“ Gentle 
shepherd, tell me where.” Birmingham 
ped. to lead the Liberal and Radical 
opinion of England; but, upon this 
great and critical question, what is the 
voice of Birmingham ? Why, Birming- 
ham speaks with one voice, and the voive 
of Birmingham is the voice of a Tory 
Minister. This Liberal Union does not 
seem to be much of a union after all. 
Here is a question most critically im- 
portant to Teland they are, if any- 
thing, a Party united on Treland. What 
is going to become of that Party to-night? 
How many are going to join my noble 
Friend, and how many are going to join 
hon. Gentlemen who are in seclusion? 
Well, these are interesting subjects of 
inquiry upon which we shall, perhaps, 
have light at anothertime ; but, whatever 
the Dissentient Liberals may do, our 
course is clear. Acting upon the prin- 
ciples of the Liberal Party, we shall do 





one VOHeS, 


what we can, while there is time, to pre- 
vent oppressive and dangerous exac- 


on |Seoond Night. | 
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tion, and to avert the grave dangers 
in which we foresee in pales of the 
Government will involve the country. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Mr. 
Speaker, I feel that after the brilliant 
speech we have just heard it will be 
very difficult for me to engage the at- 
tention of the House while I go into the 
matters of detail on which I consider 
myself obliged to enter. I think it was 
hardly fair or generous of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land (Sir Michael Hicks-Beach) to 
charge the Irish Party with giving an 
air of unreality to this debate, when he 
must have known that many Members 
of the Irish Party were anxious to ad- 
dress the House. Several attempts have 
been made by my hon. Friends during this 
evening’s debate to address the House; 
and so anxious was I myself to be per- 
mitted to speak on behalf of the Irish 
Party, that I availed myself of the ordi- 
nary channels of communication, and I 
was only prevented rising to speak at 
half-past 9 o’clock. by the information 
that the right hon. Gentleman himself 
intended to speak at that time. Under 
those circumstances, it is hardly fair or 
generous in the right hon. Gentleman 
to charge us with taking no interest in 
this Bill. The Government might easily 
know, if they have any true information 
from Ireland, that we do take an interest 
in this Bill, and that we could not fail to 
take an interest in this Bill, representing, 
as we. do, the great mass of the Irish 
tenantry., Sir, I listened to the tone of 
menace and defiance which characterized 
the speech of the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland with a great dealof regret, but 
without the least alarm—with a great 
deal of regret, because, in introducing 
this Bill, the Government might at least 
do us the justice to believe that our 
motive honestly was to procure for our- 
selves, as well as for them, an interval 
of peace in Ireland, during which we 
might lay before the people of England 
the cause in the justice of which we 
firmly believe. It is not. because I fear 
the landlurd Party of Ireland if this 
Bill..is defeated, or. because I believe 
that the landlord Party in Ireland will 
come out of the struggle which must in- 
evitably ensue better if this, Bill is 
defeated. But the reason why I listened 
to the speech of the,Chief Secretary for 
Ireland with the deepest possible regret 
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is that I fear that the opportunity 
which is now given to Ireland to lay 


| before the minds of the English masses, 


who now, for the first time in my life- 
time, are willing to listen to our appeal, 
a true statement of the Irish cause—a 


| cause which we believe in, and for which 


we have struggled—will be lost if this 
Bill is defeated. I look forward to the 
failure with no fear as to the ultimate 
result, and with no belief that the Irish 
landlords will profit by thisnew act of folly 
on their part, but with the most perfect 
knowledge that just as they have suffered 
for the rejection of the Compensation for 
Disturbance Bill, so will they suffer for 
the rejection of this Bill. In the 
speeches of most hon. Members who 
dealt with this subject there was a 
sad want of true appreciation of the 
situation. We were met with quibbling 
argument, with figures which I can 
hardly think that the men who quoted 
them believed to be correct. Not one of 
the hon. Members opposite who attempted 
to answer us can say that we did not 
give them an ample opportunity of 
stating their case, and yet not a single 
one dealt with the grave issues which 
lie beneath this question. I invite at- 
tention to this fact—and it is a fact which 
this country ought to know and observe— 
that though there are in the House many 
Members representing the landlord and 
Conservative Party in Ireland, not a 
single one of them has spoken on this 
Bill. . It is a strange thing—an ominous 
thing—that the Motion for the rejection 
of a Bill affecting the tenant farmers of 
Ireland, and affecting directly no other 
class, should be made by. an hon. Mem- 
ber (Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald) who repre- 
sents the borough of Cambridge, and 
seconded, by another. hon. Member (Mr. 
Lewis) who represents the City of Lon- 
donderry, and that the hon. Members 
—and there is a fair number of them in 
this House—who are landlords them- 
selves, and who represent Irish county 
constituencies, have not opened their 
mouths against this Bill, f say that is 
an ominous and important fact, and I 
believe that the true reason which under- 
lies it is this—that while they will go 
into the Lobby against this Bill, they 
know, because they live in Ireland and 
have estates there, that the results in 
Ireland which will follow from, the rejec- 
tion of this Bill will be) results of enor- 
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mous interest and of enormous danger 
to all who have landed estates in: Ire- 
land; and they know, whatever mock 
heroics may be indulged in by English 
Catholic snobs or by Londou solicitors, 
who have no connection with Ireland, 
except Irish Tory seats, which cost them 
dear, that the circumstances in which 
we are placed are circumstances of the 
utmost gravity and difficulty. Sir, I 
have said that no Member for an Irish 
county constituency has addressed the 
House against this Bill; but I must 
make one exception. We have had a 
speech from the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone (Mr. T. W. Russell), a Gentleman 
who seems to desire, on this occasion, to 
add one more to the many wreaths of 
laurel which he has already won in the 
House for performing the marvellous 
feat of standing on two stools. The hon. 
Member is a nominee and servant of the 
Tory Orange landlords of South Tyrone, 
and he does his work well for his 
masters; but I beg leave to state, with- 
out troubling the ious long with the 
errors of that Gentleman, that the tune 
which we hear him sing here is a very 
different one from that he sang on the 
se before the tenant farmers of 

outh Tyrone; for I have it from a 
gentleman, in whose veracity I have the 
most perfect confidence, that he listened 
to the hon. Member addressing meet- 
ings of his constituents at the last elec- 
tion, and that speaking to the poor 
tenant farmers of South Tyrone, whom 
he was then trying to inveigle ivto 
voting for him, the hon. Gentleman used 
these words—‘ The radical rents cannot 
be paid, and, what is more, they ought 
not to be paid.” That is the language 
which does for the county Tyrone far- 
mers; but the language we have heard 
to-night is the langusge which suits the 
English House of Commons. Now, I 

ish to say a word or two in answer to 
the criticisms which have been made as 
to the probable way in which the Bill 
which has been introduced by the hon. 
Member for the City of Cork (Mr. Par- 
nell) would work in Ireland. It has 
been stated by hon. Members—nearly 
every Member who spoke from that side 
of the House made the statement—that 
it would probably take months and 
ears to work this Bill; and when I 

eard that it makes me strongly sus- 
pect that hon. Members have not studied 


{Serrzese ZI; 1886} 





this Bill, or the working of similar Acts. 
One argument which was greatly relied 
upon, and received with enthusiastic 
cheérs on that side of the House, was 
that my hon. Friend the Member for the 
City of Cork pointed to the example of 
the Arrears Act, under which 132,000 
cases were completely ay ye of within 
eight or nine months. It was said— 
‘Ah! but these were cases in which the 
landlord.and tenant made joint applica- 
tion.” But are hon. Members whe use 
that argument aware of the implication 
which lies under it—namely, that the 
landlord, tenant, and the Court entered 
into a combination to defraud the Eng-' 
lish Treasury? It was the English Trea- 
sury that had to advance a year’s rent 
to the Irish landlords. What was the 
wording of the Act? That the Court 
“shall inquire” whether the tenant is 
able to pay. It is assumed—the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Solicitor 
General for Ireland (Mr. Gibson) 
triumphantly assumes—that no inquiry 
was made, and that the landlord and 
tenant came together, and that the land- 
lord, the tenant, and the Court entered 
into a tripartite confederacy to defraud 
the Public Revenue. I make the hon. 
and learned Gentleman a present of that 
argument. If there was such a com- 
bination, the Solicitor General for Ire- 
land has a very low opinion of the 
morality of Irish lawyers. 

Tae SOLICITOR GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Grsson) (Liverpool, 
Walton): I made no such imputation. 

Mr. DILLON: I never accused the 
hon. and learned Gentleman of making 
the imputation; but I said the impu- 
tation was implied in his argument. 
If he denies the imputation, then he 
asserts that the Courts did honestly in- 
vestigate each case. Let him read the 
Act. ‘What does the Act require ? That 
the Court shall protect the public, and 
ascertain whether the tenant is able to 
pay; the Court shall satisfy itself the 
tenant was not able to pay, and not able 
to pay for certain specific reasons. This 
very Court to which we propose to refer 
the working of the Bill did, in six 
months, deal with 135,000 cases, and 
finished them all. Is there, I ask, any 
likelihood of anything like so many 
cases coming under the operation of this 
Bill? I will deal hereafter with the gross 
misstatements as to the number of cases 


Second: Night. 
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which will come under this Bill; but I 
will now draw attention to the way in 
which this Bill, if passed, would really 
work. My belief is that the vast ma- 
jority of the Irish landlords, seeing what 
is before them, if they do not do justice, 
will make settlements with their tenants 
without going into Court at all, and that 
out of the 200,000 or 300,000 tenants 
who would come under the operation of 
the Bill three-fourths or four-fifths would 
come to an amicable settlement with 
their landlords witho::t going into Court. 
My estimate is that, if this Bill were 
passed, not 20,000 cases would come 
before the Irish Land Court; and, with 
the experience of the present staff at the 
disposal of the Court, I have perfect 
contidence that it could dispose of every 
single case under this Act in six months. 
Well, now, [ want to saya word or two 
in reply to the argtiment which has been 
80 lavishly used about the small number 
of tenants to which this Bll would 
apply, and the enormous nuuiber who 
would be left out. We tried to make 
the Bill as moderate as we thought was 
consistent with the interestsof the public 
peace, and now it is made a charge 
against us that we have not ineluded 
the tenants whose rents were fixed after 
the 31st of December, 1884. I myself do 
not tliuk it was fair to stop there. But 
why did wedo it? Because we wanted 
to bring forward a Bill as slightly open 
to hostile criticism as possible. We 
knew we had to deal with the House of 
Commons, which is not very easily 
brought round to our view. Although 
wé Ourselves knew that the fall of prices 
did not affect the decisions of the Land 
Court until after the date named in the 
Bill, we felt it might have been argued. 
if we had gone to December 31, 186, 
that we were/including in our, Bill the 
very tenants. whose rents. had been 
settled after the fall in prices. Now, 
what are|the facts of the case? The hon. 
and learned Solicitor General for Ireland 
stated yesterday—I do not, know where 
he got his figures ;. but I. know they are 
entirely wide of the mark—that the Bill 
would exclude 70,000 tenants whose 
rents were fixed in 1885. Now, the 
tenants whose rents were, fixed up to 
December. 31, 1884, and who, conse- 
quently, will get reli¢f under ‘this Bill, 
number 159,465." The’ tenants “whose 
rents were fixed during’ the ‘year 1885, 
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and who are left out of the Bill—hon. 
Gentlemen are perfectly welcome to put 
them in if they like—number 21,900, 
not 70,000; and the tenants whose rents 
have been fixed during the present year, 
and whose rents we do not claim to 
revise, because they have got the benefit 
of the fall of prices, number 19,500, T 
believe that of the 153,000 judicial ten- 
ancies to which the Bill would bring 
relief, not 20,000 would come before the 
Court. I believe that as soon as the Irish 
landlords saw how things were going in 
the Court a general settlement would 
take place all over Ireland on the basis of 
the how decisions given in the Court. 
There is no earthly reason why the Land 
Courts should not dispose of these casés 
with the utmostcelerity. The operation 
of going over the land and valuing has 
been done; there is no octasion to repeat 
it. The records are in the possession of 
the Court, and can easily be got at, so 
that all that needs to be done is to in- 
quire into the condition of the tenants, 
an operation exceedingly easy of per- 
formance, I will dbal how for a few 
minutes with the two main arguments 
on which we rest this Bill. The two 
main arguments on which we have rested 
our case for the necessity of this Bill 
are these :—First of all, the totally un- 
looked-for and unexpected fall in agri- 
cultural prices which has taken place 
this year—coming on the top of another 
depression, through which everyone in 
Treland expected we were about to pass ; 
and the calamitous character of the 
season for the last month in Ireland— 
over the South and West—which is more 
serious than has been supposed. ‘The 
second strong point in our argiment is, 
what “we considér to be the probable 
actionof the landlords during the coming 
winter. In respect to the first of these 
reasons, the question of the reduction of 
oon has been so fully dealt with that 

do not propose to enter into it now at 
all; but thereare a few points connected 
with ‘agricultural’ ‘depression ‘which “I 
most reluctantly ask' the’ House to have 
the patience to allow me’ to “put before 
them... ‘First: of:all;, I wish’ to réfer to 
the stale old argument which ‘has done 
so much so much service and) injured us 
so much in, England, and, which, if the 
House will allow nie to’ trespass long 
énough’on its time, I should ike to dis- 
pose of once forall ; and that is thie state- 
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ment, repeated over and over 
the a euee of Treland was made in 
a time of great depression, and that, 
consequently, we must go back to the 
prices of 1852, or to the Act of 1852, 
in order to’ understand on what basis 


again, that 


the valuation was. made. Now, once 
for all, I entirely and utterly contradict 
that statement; and I shall be obliged 
to read, to the House a very few brief 
extracts from the evidence taken by an 
important Committee of this, House, 
which sat to inquire into the question 
of Griffith’s valdation in Ireland in 1869. 
These extracts,I shall read with a view 
of proving two propositions—both of 
them of the very“ utmost importance. 
The first is this—that in the opinion of 
Sir Richard Griffith his valuation was 
up to the full value of Ulster in 1869— 
the full letting value of Ulster, taking 
into account all the tenant’s improve- 
ments. I think every hon. Member will 
admit the importance of that statement 
when I say that it takes into account all 
the tenant’s improvements, which in 
Ulster—in 1869 I believa—were more 
than three-fourths of the entire value 
of thé, property. Secondly, he said 
that from 15, to, 20 per cent added 
to the valuation of the, three Southern 
Provinces would briong.them up to 
the same. standard as U!ster; and, 
thirdly, that in’ this valuation all 
the tenant’s, improvements— building 
and dreining and féencing—were fully 
included. The valuers on ‘the farms 
valued as. they, found them; and, made 
ne allowance whatever for the im- 
rovements made,by the tenants. Sir 
Richard Griffith stated in reply to a 
question— | Grr i‘. 

“‘ The facts, the improvement in agrieniture 
was 80 t when we were valuing Ulster that 
it was shown by a Member of the Committee 
that our valuation ‘was based’ on a scale too 
high, and to be ‘nearly up to the rents: \I-know 
that on an ¢state of my own in Londonderry 
my. yaluation. came out.higher than my own 
rents.”” . , 
| Sir Frederick Heygate, then a Member 
of this. House, and a Member of the 
Committee, was. asked— . 

' + Whattis:your dxperiente as t6/the way in 
which land islet? ?.ccc0 0 |i. | 
anthereplied— + 1-» ; 2d 

“Generally to the highest bidder.’ I do ‘not 

gthink they: always do it; it would be very 
anijudiciqus. | The’ lagded , proprietors do, not 
_alwayatake th ‘highest biddor:*. 45 eat 
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It is perfectly clear that outside London- 
derry anda portion of the town’ he was 
of opinion that rack-renting was prac- 
tised all over Ireland. Now, I come to 
the evidence of a gentleman who ought 
to have great weight in this House, for 
he is at present the Conservative Repre- 
sentative on the Land Commissibn if 
Ireland, Mr. John Vernon, one of the 
largest land agents in Ireland, who has 
an experience in' these matters of over 
40 years. He was asked by a Member 
of the Committee— me 

‘Ts it.your opinion that official yaluati 
differs much from the rack-rental of the pro- 

rietors ?—In some parts of Treland;”’ said | 
érnon, ‘it ddéés, ahd in some not math, 

* Is it’ your upinion that the official valuation 
should. represent the rack-reutal ?~Yes; I 
think it,ought to be a uniform rate, to represent 
as far a8 possible the full value.” 


I want to prove that, in the opinion of 
Sir Riehard Gritfith and: all these 
valuers, ‘the official value. was pretty 
nearly up to the rack-rental value in 
1869: Now, 1, just want ta read Mr. 
Vernon’s opinion about the’ relation: of 
the valuation to the value of farms in 
1869: He-was asked— 
“Do you think the value of tillage farms has 
increased ?*, cf en 
He answered— a eas 
“‘ Not more than the cost of production’ The 
cost of ‘production in Irekind; and purticularly 
on thesmall heldings,! has incréased largely + 
* Taking this element | into. consideration, 
have you reason to think there-is an me daa 
w 
what it was in Ireiand years ago ?— ik tHe 
valuation in Ireland of 15. years agu would not 
hold good in many, parts of Ireland, | - d 
“Could \the value be higher then, it was 15 
think the cost of 
producing is so much more. ‘This even applies 
to grass lands, where the cost of ticitig has 
just increased in so great. a proportion.” ] 
T have shown that, in the opinion of Sir 
Richard’ Griffith and of Mr. Vernon, in 
many parts of Ireland the value now 
known as the Poor Law value was close 
on the rack-rental value of Trish land. 
Now I come to the last proposition. 'I 
waut to prove the horrible injustice 


done to thé’ tenants in Ireland. » Mr. 
Jolin’ Baldgreennow ‘Sir John—was 
- “Tam ing thése reductions (in 1 of 


ane r your valuation, did you ever take 
‘into account the éxisténcé of tenant right in the 
(North of Ireland? + No, iW ,vitugi 

}-, ft That wag not.am) element in your galcula- 


Hop? It never was”, 1, 
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I assert, and every Irish tenant in Ulster 
will bear me out, and I defy even the 
hon. Member fer South Tyrone to deny 
it, that in Ulster, in 1869 and in 1862, 
when that valuation was completed, the 
whole valuation of the Province was 
more than half comprised of ‘the un- 
rewarded and unrécompensed labour of 
the tenantry. The improvements, the 
drains, the fences, were all made by 
them, and thousands and millions of 
acres of worthless bog and of waste 
mountain were brought into cultivation 
by their exertions, when these valuers 
came and placed upon the land a valua- 
tion which, by their own mvuths, T have 
now proved was up to the rack-rental of 
the Province, contiscating at one fell 
swoop one-half of the value of Ulster 
from the tenantry. Mr. Vernon, in 
confirmation of this assertion, was asked 
this question, he being the agent of 
Lord Bath in the county of Mona- 
ghan— 

* As far as you know, was the intrinsic value 
of the land tuken without reference to the 
various interests that may have grown up by 
use and by the letting of the land?” 


His reply was— 

“T believe that to be the case.” 
Now, there is an act of the most bold 
and sweeping confiscation. They talk 
to us about robbing the landlord, but 
how about Griffith’s valuation? Sir 
Richard Griffith admitted, upon being 
asked, that in the valuation he took an 
enormously high view of the agricultural 
ee of the country. I think it has 

een proved that within the very last 
year the fall in values has averaged 20 
percent. But are we to conclude that 
the Irish Land Commissioners, in settling 
the rents, looked only to the values of 
the depressed years, 1881-2-3? We 
have heard from the lips of the Com- 
missioners themselves that when they 
settled rents they settled them on an 
average, going back to the years 
1877-8-9, and taking them into account 
as well as the depressed yeurs, 1881-2-3. 
If that be allowed—and I say I have it 
on the authority of the Commissioners— 
the reduction is infinitely greater. Sup- 
posing a reduction of 25 percent in the 
value of produce, what reduction is the 


tenant entitled to? The question has; 
not been sufficiently put to the. House. ; 


Sir Richard Griffith, who was no friend 
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to the Irish tenants, in his instructions 
to his valuators said— 

' “One hun?red acres of tillage produces £592, 
and the cost of production is £359. ‘Therefore, 
the amount to be divided between landlord and 
tenant is £233 ;,”’ 
and that is considerably less than 50 per 
eent of the total uee.. But will 
anyone deny that in Ireland there has 
been absolutely no fall in the cost: of 
production—not one shilling to the un- 
fortunate tenant—and, therefore, he can 
bear a less cost on the net profit ? 
Now, according to the calculation of Sir 
Richard Griffith, the net profit is con- 
siderably under 50 per cent of the gross 
profits on a tillage farm. What is the 
conclusion we arrive at on ‘a fall of 25 
per cent? The tenant is entitled to a 
reduction of at least 50 -per cent, and 
probably more, on a tillage farm. The 
figures with regard to a purely grass 
farm differ very slightiy; hence [ con- 
tend that a clear case is made out for a 
reduction, from the calculation of the 
prosperous years in Ireland, of, at least, 
50 per cent, those years being 1877-8, 
and this would not leave the tenants 
in as a position as they were in 
1877-8. In continuation of this evidence, 
let me quote a very instructive and re- 
markable case. A rent was settled by 
agreement in Ireland in 1880, about the 
time of the passing of the Land: Act, 
and there was a reduction given of £30 
on a rental of £185.. Having got that 
reduction in 1884, the tenant applied to 
the Land Court in May of the present 
year, and got a further reduction of 
£50, being :a:reduction of nearly 80 per 
cent on the rent fixed by himself in 
1881. Task, can there be a case more 
strongly bearing out.our contention ? It 
will be found reported at page 13 of the 
Report of the Judicial Rents for’ the 
months of May and June last, Sup- 
posing the tenant had been unfortunate 
enough to apply to the landlord) in 
November, 1881, or in 1882, or 1883, 
his rent would have been settled at 
£150, whereas the Land Court now 
comes in and reduces, it fully 30. per 
cent—that is a case. well worthy) con- 
sideration by this House,: because: it 
bears so directly on. our contention as to 
the necessity for further reductions ,of 
rent. Now, I wish. to.direct attention 
to a few more evidences-of ae. 
In, the month: of November the 











Central Antrim Tenants’ Defence Asso- 
ciation—a purely Protestant Association, 
which worked against us at the General 
Election—passed a resolution to the 
effect that 50 per cent will not meet the 
depression of prices ; that the depression 
is so great that if it continues it will be 
quite impossible for the tenants in Ulster 
to pay rent and live. Further, this As- 
sociation says that the tenant right of 
Ulster farms is unsaleable, except in 
choice and exceptional farms. We have 
heard a volley of assertions from the 
hon. Member for Londonderry as to the 
enormous prices given for Ulster tenant 
rights. All I can say is that I am per- 
fectly content to place against the au- 
thority of that hon. Gentleman the 
authority of the Central Antrim Tenants’ 
Defence Association. That is not all. I 
turn to still more remarkable testimony 
in Ireland as to the present depression, 
and of the deplorable state in which 
farmers are. I refer to an occurrence 
which took place in Kildare last week. 
At a meeting of the Kildare Board of 
Guardians the clerk brought forward a 
letter from another Board of Guardians 
calling attention to the sufferings of the 
farmers, and a resolution was proposed 
setting forth that the interests of the 
landlords as well as the tenants would 
be best promoted by the making of sub- 
stantial abatements, and that 50 per 
cent off the Government valuation is the 
least that can do any good. The chair- 
man of the meeting was a large farmer 
in Kildare, and there were several land- 
lords present. Baron de Robeck, a 
landlord and a tenant farmer, said— 


“T agree with everything Mr. Fenton has 
said, except regarding the percentage of reduc- 
tions. T would agree'to that, too, ina certain 
way; but [agree with Mr. Fenton as to the 
depreciation in prices. I am sorry to say that 
the bad weather this season has altogether 
spoiled the crop. I would agree to everything 
he said except to draw a hard.and-fast Tine at 
50 per cent, as what one man might want 
might; be too: much for another. . It may be 
me ha ry in.gome cases, but it is not necessary 
in all.’ 


Here ‘is’ a well-known ‘Conservative 
landlord, who stood in the Conservative 
interest for the County of Kildare at the 


‘Election in' 1885, and his declaration at 


aI 


‘may’ ben 


a meeting of the Kildare Board of Guar- 

dians is that'a reduction of 50 percent, 
ecessary in some cases, but not 

in all. He agreed, finally;in the redo-! 
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lution. Other landlords followed.. Major 
Burrowes, a Deputy Lieutenant of the 
county and a large landowner, sup- 
ported the resolution. Mr. Mansfield, an 
ex officio Guardian and a large landowner 
in the county, supported the resolution. 
And what was the result? That,a 
resolution calling on the Government.to 
put a stop to evictions was passed. Not 
a single voice, except the voice. of two 
individuals, in the whole meeting was 
raised against it; and these gentlemen 
did not object to the resolution, but said 
it was not the proper business of the 
Board. I want to know, Mr. Speaker, 
if this is not evidence to impress on 
the House the necessity for something 
being done, where are we to go for evi- 
dence? If you will not believe Irish 
Nationalists, will you believe Presby- 
terian landlords, will you believe Con- 
servative landlords in the county of Kil- 
dare? It is utterly impossible to answer 
or contradict any of these facts. There 
was only one point in the speech of the 
hon. Member for Londonderry which I 
consider to be in the least worthy of 
consideration. It is perfectly true, as 
pointed out by the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Derby (Sir William 
Harcourt), that all the speeches from 
the Ministerial side of the House 
were addressed to showing that there 
was no strong and urgent cause for 
the reduction of rent in Ireland. The 
very proof of that fact is this — that 
the only strong point in the speech 
of the hon. Member for Londonderry 
had relation to what he made out to 
be the increasing wealth of the Irish 
farmers in live stock andeattle. I have 
noticed in this debate a most extraordi- 
nary perversion of figures. I do not say 
it was a deliberate perversion; but I 
believe the figures were supplied to hon. 
Members by agencies, and hon. Mem- 
bers who made use of them did not look 
into them for themselves. What did 
the hon. Member for Londonderry say ? 
He said that there was an increase of all 
kinds of. stock im Ireland, with the soli- 
tary exeeption of pigs. Will hon. Mem- 
‘bers histem to the true facts of the case ? 
From 1884 to 1885 these are the figures. 
In horses there ‘was an increase of 2,035, 


and this increase entirely took place in 


‘two-year-olds; and we whe know the 
wountry will attribute this to the fact 
| Sacorid Night. |} 
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that farmers, haying found: the rearing 
of cattle entirely unprofitable, have re- 
solved to try their hand at the rearing 
of horses. | There was a decreasein one- 
year-olds, which shows.that the experi- 
ment did not answer the expectations. 
Another item, the mention, of. which 
created some laughter, was that. of 
asses. The Irish, farmers do . their 
carting with assés;. |but, in the, aum- 
ber of these animals, there was a| de- 
erease of 912. ..The. hon. , Member 
for Londonderry, quoted: the figures 
in cattle, and:he led the. House to be- 
lieve that. there was -aw increase in 
wealth in Ireland in eattle; Last,year, 
however, the net decrease: in horned 
stock in Ireland: was 44,824, and that 
only very slightly brings before the 
House the real facts, which are alarming 
and appalling in the extremest degree. 
There was an increase of milch cows of 
1,300, a slight increase of three~year- 
olds—3,502—and, why? .Beeause the 
Irish farmers| could not any) price 
for them. This is a (thing to which I 
would beg the attention of hon. Mem- 
bers. In one-year-old stock there was 
a decrease in one, year of 48,936; and 
why? The Irish farmers killed. their 
calves, because they found they could 
not psy for rearing. | I‘know the reason 
of that appalling decrease is the reason 
I tell you—the farmers were so dispirited 
and broken-hearted by the prices they 
were offered for store cattle that they 
killed the calves. Now, these, figures 
utterly contradict the statements of the 
hon.| Member! for Londonderry, and 
reveal a condition, of things: which, to 
those: acquainted with’ the real) life of 
the Irish farmers, about which; the hon. 
Member knows nothing, is simply: ap- 
palling. The hon. Member pointed out 
that the people of Ireland have increased 
the amount of land under cultivation. 
He pointed out that there was an in- 


crease in the land under tillage of | 


76,000 acres, and, of 59,000 acrés.as 
meadow and grass’ land: Now, the 
increase) in land under) tillage : is only 
17,000 acres, and. of that, 16,000 ;is in 
fax-in Ulster! and. .2,000 in | potatoes. 
We are told by hen. Gentlemen oppo- 
site that oats is! the really paying crop ; 
but. what is \the fact. concerning oats ? 
Why, that there has been \a decrease in 


the number. of sacres.bown|with oats, of |, 


18,364. That looks; does: it) not, as, if 
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creasing ?.. I have allu e 
of ;,the,, hon,, Member, because. they 
certainly surprised myself,, I did not 
know. how, to account for them, so I 
had the. figures made out to-day and 
carefully checked. . It. has been, said 
that the Land Commissioners, in, settling 
the. rents, were friends of the, tenants. 
That.is a, most audacious assertion. Why, 
Sir, hundreds and thousands of tenants 
I know in Ireland have, refused to go 
into the Land;Courts, because the Land 
Commissioners were mainly and largely 
men with landlord seopeiiiies I have 
here a Return which answers that com- 
pletely. .Out of 33, lay Land Commis- 
sioners. appointed under the Land Act, 
17 were landlords or agents—that is, 50 
per cent, of the members of the Land 
Commission. were either landlords or 
agents. I do not know that anybody 
will venture after that to say that, the 
Land, Commissioners were in the. ten- 
ants’ interest. Now, what is it we ask 
you should; do by,this Bill?. We ask 
you to make Isish landlords do what 
English landlords are doing—nay, .we 
ask you to, make Irish landlords do a 
great deal less than English landlords 
always have done. If the Irish Jand- 
lords .would act. as English, landlords 
have. generally done, there would haye 
been no. necessity for any of the Bills 
which have been passed in this House. 
It. is useless for men to talk of Irish 
landlords, haying been tried and found 
not guilty. If :18.80, why, were the 
Compensation. for Disturbance and the 
Arrears Bills brought in? .Here are,a 
few rents which haye, been reduced in 
England and Scotland—£600 to, £330, 
45 per cent; £523 to £360, 31 per cent; 
£750 to, £331, 56, per, cent; £330, to 
£270, 27}, per eent. In view, too, .of 
the reductions of 40, 45, and 50 per cent 
made this, year in Scotland, can it, be 
said we, are. making anything like an 
extraordinary or extravagant demand if 
we ask, not fora reduction of, 5 
cent, but that the tenant, on condition 
of paying 50 per,cent of his rent, shall 
-be at, liberty to, apply, to the Court, to 
ide. what xeduction he is, to, have? 
Now, the second main reason for our 
Bill is, the conduct of the landlords... I 
Af it D sign. be ihn a the 
PFRA. WEE FORE 
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the face of this crisis as many’ wn- 
doubtedly will act and ‘have acted—if 
the great majority could be ‘ex to 
act reasonably, there would’ be no neces- 
= for this Bill. But is ‘that the fact? 

e deny it. We say that ‘past expe- 
rience has shown that the Irish land- 
jiords cannot be trusted to act fairly in 
this matter. It is perfectly impossible 
for me to go into the whole of our cases ; 
but T must ask the House to have pa- 
tience while I refer to some of the recent 
actions of some leading Irish landlords 
to show that these men cannot be ex- 
pected to act reasonably; ' and that if 
you refuse us this Bill you will drive 
the Executive Government in Ireland 
into courses which the moral sense of 
England willcondemn. We have heard 
a good deal of Lord Clanricarde. We 
know that this gentleman is an absentee 
landlord; we know he lives in London 
and on the Continent ; that he never sees 
his estate, and never spends a shilling 
amongst his tenantry. Now, I want to 
call the attention of the House to cer- 
tain reductions recently made on ‘the 
estate of Lord Clanricarde. ‘Lord Olan- 
ricarde’s tenants came into Court in the 
month of May this year. If you ‘ask 
me why they did not come to the Land 
Court before, I will answer that they 
were afraid to do 80, because, as in the 
case of so many other estates in Treland, 
terrorism was held over the head of the 
tenants in the shape of hanging gales 
and costs of appeals, and they were 
warned that, immediately they appealed 
to the Court, every penny of arrears 
would be taken out of them by writs 
in the Superior Court in Dublin.’ The 
tenants, however, went into Oourt' at 
last. In one case, thé tenart’s Tent, 
which was £30, was fixed by the Court 
at £15; in another, £7 10s: was reduced 
to £3 5s. This is on an estate where the 
tenants have been compelled, by the 
threat of writs from Dublin, to pay up to 
the last pennyfor the last five years since 
the Land Court hasbeen sitting. This'is 
the landlord whom you expect to act rea- 
sonably and to be merciful to his tenants. 
These two reductions I have picked out 
of ‘a long list containing dozdéns;'‘and, 
having got these eres | ‘to a certain 
estate, I have gone to other estates and 
have got others of a similar character. 
The point ofthe argimentis fully borne 
“out by the two cases T have quoted ; for 
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they show’ that where a landlord has 
bullied and threatened a tenant to pre- 
vent him from entering the Land Court 
—when, at last, the tenant has entered 
the Court--he is adjudged to have been 

aying double what was a fair rent. 
iste is the case of a landlord who has 
3,000 or 4,000 tenants in Galway. Now, 
tocome to another case in the Province of 
Oonnaught—of Mr. Martin McDonald, 
of Dunmore, who, to my “knowledge, 
bullied and threatened his tenants from 
going into the Courts. They at last 
went, and the result was that a rent 
of £2 3s: was reduced to’ 17s..6d.; 
one‘of £2 1s. 3d. to 16s. 6d.; one of 
£2 6s. 5d. to £1 2s. Gd. ; one of £2 2s. 
to 188.; and one of £2 to 17s: These 
are all cases in which, in my: opinion, 
there ought to be no rent at all. 
The Commissioners were ashamed to do 
full justice. I know what Mr. Martin 
McDonald’s tenants are. They are men 
who were evicted from their former 
holdings, and left naked and: bare on 
the mountain side, and ordered ‘to re- 


claim it, and then rent was put upon 
the land which they reelaimed, and the 
mud huts which they built. This is 


another landlord on whose forbearance 
‘the Government are relying: Then let 
us come to Mr. Loftus Tottenham: His 
tenants entered the Land Court, having, 
after a long pause, at last mustered up 
courage in the month of April last ; and 
the general reductions average very 
close upon 50 per cent. This is one of 
the gentlemen who would get up in this 
House and'defend the Irish landlords. 
Rents of £5 15s. have been reduced’ to 
£3; of £2 to £1: 587; ‘of £11\to £65 of 
£7 to: £4 58.3 0f LF Gs: 4d: to £3 '128.; 
of £6 to £2 108.3: ‘and of £5 10s to £8. 
‘This gentleman ‘would, no doubt, in 
this House indulge in an appeal tous 
to rely on the reasonableness of the land- 
lords. I now come to a case with which 
I am personally acquainted+that ofa 
noble Lord whose estate has: been re- 
ferred to—Lord Annaly, whose agent 
(boasts that he can bully any: tenaut‘in 
Ireland’ into! ‘submission, and: that he 
trampled on the’ Land: Leagué. ‘So he 
did, I'am sorry to ‘say, and he used ‘to 
go strutting Dablin, stating that 
he had ‘broken down'the Land Le ) 
‘and ‘had | tolerated ‘io ‘mediation : frot 

‘them: ‘At/last Lord Annaly’s: tenants 
‘summoned up éourage to go into the 
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Land Oourt, and here are some of the’ 


reductions—£20 14s. to £11 7s.; £8 10s. 
to £4 158,; £13 to £6 6s.; £20 to £12; 
£4 to £1 15s.; £24 to £13 10s. I was 
denounced, in a speech in Dublin, by 
Lord Annaly’s agent, because I recom- 
mended the tenants to combine and 
ask for 25 per cent reduction. I will 
leave the House now to express its opi- 
nion as to whether this agent has much 
room to be proud of what has taken 
re this gentleman who boasted and 

ragged in Dublin that he had beaten 
down the Land League, and made the 
tenants pay the last penny. Now I 
come to Lord Kenmare. We have been 
told that we have been unjust to Lord 
Kenmare; and this is a case to which 
I invite the attention of the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, because I warn him 
that in the case of Lord Kenmare’s 
estate he will have great trouble this 
winter. It was stated in a letter the 
other day that there had been very few 
evictions on this Nobleman’s estate. I 
tell the House the statement in that 
letter was not true; and, even if it was, 
the sting was in the tail of it; for the 
agent said that if the rents were not 
paid he would proceed to evict every 
tenant who would not pay. What is 
the case with regard to the Kenmare 
estates? Here are some of the reduc- 
tions made by the Court—£27 to £17; 
£6 to £3 108.; £6 to £4; £35 to £22; 
£25 to £18; £50 to £40. I admit all 
this time that I am picking out the worst 
cases ; but, I say, is this House prepared 
to support, by the force and authority of 
the law in Ireland, men who are capable 
of dishonesty, such as this man, who can 
be declared in the face of England to 
have been guilty of this gross injustice 
to our countrymen—men who have been 
proved to have exacted 100 per cent 
more than their own just rents for years 
and years past? The House will see 
that the landlords not only charge the 
unjust rent, but they make the unfor- 
tunate tenant pay up the arrears on the 
old valuation. This noble Lord, who, 
no doubt, is shocked at the dishonesty 
of the Irish Land Leaguers, was applied 
to the other day for the re rate and 
county cess in respect of farms from 
which his tenants had been evicted ; he 
refused to pay, and the magistrates re- 
fused to decree on it. There is the 
honesty of the Irish landlords. I come 
now to another landlord, Lord Midleton, 
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whose son is a Member of the present 
Government, and is, therefore, able to 
speak for him. ‘Lord Midleton’s tenants 
applied for a reduction the. other ‘day ; 
and a deputation was sent, representing 
some judicial tenants and some who 
were not judicial tenants, to ask for a 
reduction. What happened? Lord 
Midleton refused to see the deputation, 
or to discuss with them the propriety of 
a reduction. His reply was—‘ Not a 
penny under the judicial rents.”” What 
was the consequence? Not a man who 
was in arrear but who immediately had 
a writ. There are in Ireland, at this 
moment, landlords who boast and brag 
that they would not take a penny under 
the judicial rent, who will not be per- 
suaded into giving reductions, and who 
look upon the judicial rents as sacred. 
I do not want to weary the House; but 
I am entitled to make as strong a case as 
I can in respect to the question which 
is all-important at the present moment 
—namely, what right the Government 
have to anticipate that the Irish land- 
lords will act justly by their tenants? I 
think I have made out a pretty strong 
case. [‘‘Oh,oh!”’] Yes; I think I have, 
and I will wind up with a reference to 
an hon. Member who is here, and ought 
to be able to answer for himself, at all 
events he moved the rejection of this 
Bill—and I must say I think they 
ought to have selected another champion 
to undertake the defence of the land- 
lords, and show the impolicy of passing 
a Bill to relieve the Irish tenants. That 
hon. Gentleman and his brother are not 
mom] landholders in the South of 
reland. I will go further, and say 
they are harsh and cruel landlords. [ 
have got some facts here which I think 
will make hon. Members believe that I 
speak nothing more than the absolute 
truth. Here is a circular, dated the 
15th of March, 1873, signed Penrose 
Fitzgerald, and issued to his tenants, 
At this time, I may say, the farmers 
had reached the very summit and acme 
of prosperity and high prices. The 
circular says— 

‘*He was informed that whilst some of his 
tenants held at a fair rent, and some very 
much under the real value,”’ 

I am bound to say that the form of the 
circular to an outsider would not appear 
very unreasonable. He said— 

“That his desire was to act fairly and justly 
to every tenant already in occupation—to leave 
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him such a margin of profit as would enable | the tenant’s of the landlord’s 
him to live in comfort and respectability.’ offer; it has-been without abatement, and 


Mra, PENROSE FITZGERALD: 
Will the hon. Member read the whole 
of the circular ? 


Mr. DILLON : It is too long to read 
it all. [‘ Oh, oh!” 
Mz. PENROSE FITZGERALD: 


Read it all. 

Mr. DILLON: Well, if hon. Mem- 
bers like, I will do so; but I do not 
think it will improve the hon. Mem- 
ber’s case. He goes on to say— 

“No general valuation of the estate was 
made during the present century.’’ 

Mr. PENROSE FITZGERALD: I 
have asked the hon. Member to read 
the whole of the circular. 

Mr. DILLON: He says—this is the 
part the hon. Member considers im- 
portant— 

“IT am informed that, whilst some of my 
tenants are paying fair rents, others hold the 
land at very much under its real value.”’ 


I do not think it necessary to read any 
more of this document. I have stated 
already that I have no fault to find with 
it; and I merely wished to quote it to 
show that the estate was valued in 1873. 
ThenI have here a statement, which the 
hon. Member is at liberty to contradict, 
in reference to some recent occurrences 
on his estate. I give it on what I con- 
sider to be very good authority. First, 
there is the case of William Wall, rent 
fixed in 1873 at £61, reduced about 
three years ago to £56, which is the 
present rate. The Poor Law valuation 
is £43. No abatement off the March 
gale of 1885 was offered; an abate- 
ment of 20 per cent off the September 
gale was offered, The tenant hesitated 
to accept it, and was served with a writ, 
and had to pay full rent and costs. 

‘‘Shame!”] Yes; I find that because 

e did not accept 20 per cent he was 
immediately served with a writ and 
compelled to pay full rent and costs. 
This statement isin reference to a recent 
occurrence upon the hon. Member's 
estate. There are a number of other 
cases on the estate where the rental is 
far above the Poor Law valuation, and 
in which the offers of payment of the 
rents by the tenants shortly after gale 
day were met by writs of eviction. 
Luke Sheehan had paid a rent of £26, 
the Poor Law valuation being £20. The 
rent had been fixed three years ago by 


| was accepted by the tenant because he 


| had no confidence in the landlord. In 
another case the rent was settled at 
| £28; the Poor Law valuation is £22; 
| rent was settled three years ago; an 
abatement of 15 per cent has been 
allowed on the rent fixed by the land- 
lord. The tenant objected to sign the 
agreement until the agent’s clerk said 
to him— 

“ Unless you sign it, you will be compelled 

to refund the siownune yp asl have had for the 
last three years.’’ 
In the next case the rent was £62, and 
the Poor Law valuation £48 5s. 0d. ; no 
abatement previous to this year; but 20 
per cent was offered if the previous 
rents were paid. In the next case the 
rent is £54, and the Poor Law valua- 
tion £41; 20 per cent has been allowed 
off the last two half-gales. I am rather 
surprised at that; but it cuts two ways 
—it shows that the rents were extra- 
vagantly high. When the tenant ceased 
to accept the rent he got a writ from 
the Superior Court, and was compelled 
to pay the full rent and costs. am 
quoting these cases as an illustration of 
the forbearance of the landlords. Cor- 
nelius M‘Donald paid £32 in rent; the 
Poor Law valuation was £26. On Sep- 
tember 12, 1885, he owed a year’s rent ; 
he offered to pay {the year’s rent with 
25 per cent reduction; but this was 
refused. He asked for an interview 
with the agent; but this also was 
refused. He was served with a writ 
on the Ist of January, 1886, and 
his interest was sold by the Sheriff. 
A short time after friends of the tenant 
lent him sufficient money to pay the full 
rent. Mr. Penrose Fitzgerald’s solicitor 
replied that his employer could not ac- 
cept any offer, as matters had proceeded 
too far. He was evicted on the 31st of 
last A . Though he made an offer to 
settle the eviction, the very bailiff of 
the landlord would not listen to him 
when the rent was proffered. [ Ories of 
“ Shame !”’ 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. DILLON: The landlords gave 
grossly insufficient abatement of the ex- 
orbitant rent. A strong argument was 
used just now as to the evictions on title 
for. rent. There are other evictions on 


title, The landlords now cling to the 
evictions, which they have discovered to. 


[ Seoond- Night. | 











be most fatal:and ruinous ta the tenant, 
to sell out his iterest inthe lend | ’ 
a decree of judgment; iy which he for- 
feits his six months’ redemption, and, ia 
deprived of all thérighits that Parliament 
has conferred upon. bim: ‘The : hon. 
Gentleman who moved the rejection of 
the Bill,.in common with all bis for- 
bearing brethren: in. Ireland, will say 
that these evictions are just, I will say 
no more about thé forbearante, of; nish 
landlords. Is there an English: Jand- 
lord sitting on these Benches who would 
not be ashamed to sit silent if such 
charges as these were made against him? 
Is there one single English landlord 
who, when his tenant had offered to pay 
75 per cent of the rent, who, after the 
poor wretched tenant had been put to 
enormous cost, his interest sold out, and 
robbed of his rights by this eruel pro- 
cess of law, would proceed by eject- 
ment? Is there an English landlord 
who, when his tenant would come and 
offer the gift of his relatives and friends, 
the full amount of the pound of flesh, 
the full rent with double costs, those of 
the judgment of decree and of the eviec- 
tion of title, would exercise the sort of 
forbearance of their Irish brethren? I 
do not believe that there is a landlord 
in England or Scotland who would find 
it in his heart to act as I have described; 
and the hon. Member for Cambridge, 
who stood forward in this House speak- 
ing of the forbearing landlords, does 
not deny it. He knows what I have 
said is true, and yet he poses in this 
House as the Representative of the for- 
bearing Irish landlords. Is it to men 
whose forbearance is like this that you 
are going to trust for the peace of Ire- 
land? 1 appeal to English Members— 
do you look forward with satisfaction to 
having, during the coming winter, your 
forces placed at the vommand of the 
Lord Kenmares and the Lord Annalys 
—do you look forward to the satisfac- 
tion of having the livery of English 
soldiers and Irish Constabulary moving 
in enormous masses to inflict on a 
wretched and impoverished people as 
cruel an injustice as ever was done in 
the name of law ? Hon. Members tried, 
by trivial, contemptible, and _petti- 
fogging arguments, to show the forbear- 
ance of the Irish landlords; but I main- 
tain there is not a man in this House 
who does not know that if the landlords 
of Ireland try to get, as they can get, and 
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}as.you must let them get if you do not 
ne this Bill, the fell sapenure. al. theis 
gal. s in the coming winter, wrong 
cruel and i ble ,wreng—will be 
done to starving and industrious men in 
Ireland, and the Irish tenants will be 
taught that, in the hour of their despair 
and misery, this House turned a deaf 
ear to their cries, and treated their 
sufferings with jeers and contempt. 
When referring to the question of evic- 
tions, I heard with;astonishment the 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Solicitor 
General for Ireland (Mr, Gibson), in 
one of! those flights; of stormy elo- 
uence of which he takes so many, de- 
re that only 1,300 families have been 
turned out of their homes in three 
months. The figures of the right hon. 
Baronet the Chief Secretary have gone 
on steadily rising, so that we may ex~- 
pect that at least 2,000 families will be 
turned out in the coming winter. I put 
it to this House, is it not indecent for a 
Member representing the Government 
of Ireland to place before this House, 
as an argument against giving any re- 
lief to the tenantry of Ireland, the state- 
ment that only 1,300, families were 
turned out of their homes in three 
months? I wish to draw the attention 
of the House to the question of Irish 
evictions, and more particularly with 
reference to one county, and that is the 
county of Kerry, where the greatest 
trouble will arise. Wherever you have 
evictions there will come the trouble, 
I only point to this particular county, 
because I want to bring to the minds of 
English Members two or three facts; 
for until they understand them they 
can never understand the cause of agra- 
rian disturbance in Ireland. Every 
Irishman knows that, up to two or three 
years ago, the county of Kerry was one 
of the most peaceable counties in Ire- 
land.. Every landlord—and I may even 
refer to the notorious Mr. Samuel 
Hussey himself—could wander through 
the most lonely parts of that county, 
and would be welcome in the poorest 
hut. Seven or eight years ago there 
was not a landlord in Kerry who would 
not be as safe and as welcome in the 
house of his humblest tenant as any- 
one else. How has the change come 
about? No landlord in Kerry now 
ome to ventene, seem By home 
without a guard. e would suppose 
that they were in one of the most dis- 

















turbed spite ‘of a far-off Eastern hand? 
Let ds'look at a short and siinpletécord, 
En’ 1877 ‘the total nom ber of ¢ nein 
the cotinty. 6f Kerry families was 'P7; in 
1878; it was'26'} in 1879,'it was 70;)in 
1880, it wal’ 191 s/n! 1881, it -wae'292} 
in'1B82, it'was 293; in 1883, it was 403; 
in’ 1884, if Was 410; ih 1885, it wae 358) 
making’ a’ total, i these disturbed and 
fatal etts, of 115304 fanvilies: driven 
from’ thei? honias in’ that eourty aloné. 
I “put ‘it ‘to’ this’ House, isnot that ex- 
planation’ ae a for any reasonable 
man for the p t condition of affairs? 
And when we look ‘at the last’ Returns 
we fiid tat thie'state of things, so’ far 
from improving; is going''on ‘steadily 
from bad to‘worse. During the three 
months ending on thé 30th of June last, 
we find that *in''the county of Kerry 
there. were” 187° families driven from 
their homes.’ Of ‘these 73 were restored; 
giving a total’of 114 families driven iu 
three months from their hoases out on 
the roadside. Yn the face of this, am 'f 
to be told that ‘this House is to rely 
upon the toleration and forbearance of 
the Irish’ landlords? I appeal to hon. 
Members, is it reasonable to expect that 
we shall be content with assurances like 
these? We do not rely upon the for- 
bearance of the Irish landlords, beeause 
we who have read the history of Ireland 
know it is a rotten reed to lean upon. I 
have never denied that there have been 
landlords in Treland who have acted the 
part of just and reasonable men. You 
never hear of them, because they do not 
dispute with their tenants; but there is 
always a large residuum sufficient to 
keep the country almost in a state of 
civil war—men who have had no bowels 
of compassion, men who boast and brag 
that their tenantry fear them. It is 
against this class of men we demand 
protection from this House. If this 
House refuses to give us any protection 
—if this House comes to the conclusion 
that the tenantry of Ireland must be 
left, as they were left six years ago, 
without any relief except what they can 
win from theirown exertions, all I can say 
is that, in my opinion, this House, and 
more espécially the Unionists in this 
House, make a deep and grievous mis- 
take. It has been said to me privately 
by hon.’ Members on that ‘side 6f the 
House and by Unionists on this side; as 
an argument’ against our demand’ for 
the national self-government of Ireland, 
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| that ‘thie: House is never! deaf -to: an 
appeal 'frouy the. Irish’ Membere—they 
have soften: tok!’ me that) if weonly 


brought: forward. our! 'gri | they 
would be: remedied: : Wail, an immense 
majority of the Representatives:of Ire+ 
land ask that this Bill:should pass. It 
would: seem that the Government have 
toade up their minds not ‘to give.us:the 
Bill.| That is a mistake for the Unionists 
of England: It isa mistake:for 
the landlords of Ireland. - The Govern- 
mentseem to think, or at least they say, 
that-we introduced this Bill in bad faith: 
I deny it We introduced it'as themost 
modérate measure that we could lay! be- 
fore this House, and as one which we 
honestly: thought ‘would bring peace 
daring ‘this winter to Ireland: I do 
not say it would save all classes of ten- 
ants in Ireland from hardship. I know 
there are ‘tenants in Connemara and 
Gweedore whom this Bill would not 
save; but what I do say is that it would 
avert a crisis; that the trouble which 
would come, if the Bill were passed, 
would be local and trifling ; and that we 
should be in a position to exercise our 
influence with the people to calm them 
down and help them to bear what they 
have to bear. I remember only too well 
that the very same class of arguments 
was used against the Compensation for 
Disturbance Bill in 1880. I recollect as 
well as if it were only yesterday leaving 
the House of Lords when that Bill was 
thrown out rejoicing, because I thought 
the rejection of the measure meant the 
ruin of the Irish landlords. ‘I am five 
years older since then. I know what a 
struggle between the tenants and the 
landlords means better now than I 
knew in 1881; and while |I ‘am pre- 
pared to go into that struggle; and 
while I am confident of the result, Iam 
anxious—sincerely and honestly anxious 
—that the truce of God, to use the words 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham (Mr. Joseph 
Chamberlain), should be prolonged in 
Ireland until, at least, we can have an 
opportunity of laying before the e 
of Tingland our claims, the case saPrhtch 
we believe, and in’ the justice of which 
we believe, and which we are confident 
would recommend itself to their reason 
and to their conscience. I look forward 
with dislike and dread to the tumult of 
passion which will be let loose in Ire- 
land by the rejection of this Bill; and 
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while, as I say, I fear not the cornse- 
quences, I am sorry that the Govern- | Dodds, 
ment has sent us back to our country 
with a message of hatred and /defianee ; 

sent us back to tell the people that this 
House will do them no justice; sent us 
back to tell them, as we told them in 
1880, that to save ‘themselves from ruin 
and extermination they have ‘nothing to 
trust to but the combination which saved 
them in 1880, and which ‘won for them 
every single right they have gained. 
Our course is clear. We have to-night 
brought forward this Bill with a sincere 
desire to have peace this winter in Ire- 
land. This House has denied the Irish 
tenant justice. I go back to Ireland to 
tell the tenant that if he wishes to live 
he must trust to his own exertions, and 
not to this House; and so long as I have 
life and liberty—so long as the Go- 
vernment leaves me my liberty—I shall 
tell the people of Ireland to continue in 
that course of persistent and determined 
agitation by which in the past they have 
won every single liberty and every single 
concession which has been granted them, 
and by which in the future, if they only 
show perseverance and bravery, they 
will win, in spite of the Irish landlords 
and in spite of this House, the right to 
ne as freemen in the land of their 

irth. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 202 ; Noes 
297: Majority 95. 


AYES. 

Abraham, W. (Lime- Campbell, H. 

rick, W.) Carew, J. L. 
Acland, A. H. D. Chance, P. A. 
Allison, R. A Childers, rt.. hon. H. 
Asher, A. 
Asquith, H. H. mune J.J, 
Atherley-Jones, L Cobb, H. P. 
Austin, J. Cohen, A. 
Balfour, Sir G Coleridge, hon. B, 
Barclay, J. W. Colman, J. J 
Barran, J. Commins, A. 

, J. Condon, T. J. 

Biggar, J. G. Connolly L. 
Blake, J. A. Conway, M. 
Blake, T. Conybeare, C. A. V. 
Blane, A. Corbet, W. J. 
Bolton, T. D. Cosshamn, Hi. 
Borlase, W. C. Cox, J. R. 
Bright, Jacob Cozens-Hardy, H. H. 
Bright, W. L. Craven, J. 
Broadhurst, H. Crawford, W. 
Brown, A. L Cremer, W. R. 
Burt, T. Crilly, D. 
Buxton, 8S. C Crossley, E. 
Byrne, G. M Davies, W. 
Cameron, J. M Deasy, J. 


Dillon, J. 





rg dai 


Ellis, T. E. 
Evershed, S. 


Hayden, L. P. 
Hayne, C. Seale- 
Healy, M. 
Holden, I. 
Hooper, J. 
Howell, G. 
Hunter, W. A. 
James, hon. W. H. 
James, C. H. 
Joicey, J. 

Jordan, J. 

Kelly, B. 

Kenny, J. E. 
Kenny, M. J. 
Labouchere, H. 
Lacaita, OC. C. 
Lane, W. J. 
Lawson, Sir W. 
Lawson, H. L. W. 
Leahy, J. 


Leamy, E. 
Lefevre, rt. hn.G. J. 8. 


Lewis, T. P. 
Lockwood, F. 
M‘Arthur, A. 
M*Arthur, W. A. 
M‘Cartan, M. 

M* Carthy, J. H. 
M‘Donald, P. 

M‘ Donald, \ W.A. 
M‘Ewan, W 
M‘Kenna, Sir J. N. 
M‘Lagan, P. 
Mahony, P. 
Maitland, W. F. 
Marjonbanks, rt. hon. 


= ey E. M. 
Mason, | . 
Mayne, T. 
Molloy, B. C. 
Montagu, 8S. 
Morgan, O. V. 
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| Morley, rh homi'5,\ 
Mor 


ley, A. 

Mundella, rt.hon.A. J. 

Murphy, 

Nolan, Colonel J.P. 

Nolan, J. 

O’Brien, J. F. X. 
"Brien, P. 

O’Brien, P: J. 

O’ Connor, ‘A. 

O'Connor, J. ) 

O'Connor, J. ( “y 

O’ Connor, bs P. 


Price, T. P. 
Provand, A. D. 
Pyne, J. D. 
Quinn, T. 
Redmond, Ae ses K. 
Reed, Sir E 

Reid, R. T. 
Reynolds, Ww. J. 
Richard, H. 
Roberts, J. B. 
Robertson, E. 


Russell, E. R. 


Sheehy, D. 

Shirley, W. 8S. 

Smith, 8. 

Stack, J. 

Stanhope, hon. P. J. 
Stansfeld rt. hon. J. 
Stepne eo : Cowell, Sir 


ps F. 8. 
Stuart, J. 
Sullivan, D. 
Sullivan, T. D. 
Summers, W. 
Swinburne, Sir J. 
Talbot, C. R. M. 
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Williamson, J, -.|, \( Woodall, W,) a 9491 

Williamson, & 5s.) wee, S 7. ’ cilia 3,8 nar 

woe a 7 Redmond, J. E. Gene aon 
Z a h f 

Wilson; I... Sheil, E. General Wi. 

sn Sy: 

NOES. Greshall Sir a. 

Addison, J, Ei W...., ) Corry, Sir J.:Py,..... | Greene, : 

Agg-Gardnar,J,,T. , Cotton, Capt} E.. T..D. Vi 

Ainslie, W. G. Cranborne, Viscount | Grotrien, FB... 

Ambrose, Ww. , Cr H. s, Gro Dhl F. oy 

Amherst, W. A. T. Crossley, Sir S. B.,...| Gunter, el R. 

Anstruther, Colonel)R. Cubitt, right hon, G.. | Hall, A." 

L Curzon, hon. G. N. ,, ;| Hall, O. 


H. L. i 
Ashmead-Bartlett, EB. : 
Baden+Powell, G..8. 


Barttelot, Sir W.B 
Bass, H. 


Bates, Sir E, 

Baumann, A. A. 

— right hon. Sir 
B. Hicke. 


Bective; Earl of 

Bentinck; Lord H. C. 

Bentinck, W. G. O. 

Beresford, Lord C, W. 
De la Poer 

Bethell, Commander G. 


Bickford-Smith, W. 
Birkbeck, Sir E. 
Blundell, Col..H. B. H. 
Bond, G. H 


Bristowe, T.L, 
— hon. W..St. 


J.F 
Brookfield, Col. A, M. 
Bruce, Lerd H, 
Burdett-Coutts, W. L. 
Ash.-B. 
Burghley, Lord 
Caldwell, J. 
Campbell, Sir A. 
Cavendish, Lord E. 
Chaplin, right hon. H. 
Charrington, 8. 
Churchill, rt. hn, Lord 
R. HyS. 
Clarke, ‘Siz E. G. 
Cochrane- Bele, hon. 
C. W. A. 
Coddington, Mw. 
Colombe Capt. J..C. RB; 
Commerell, Adml, Sir 
J. E. 


Compton, F, 
Cooke, C. W. R, 
Corbett,: J.» 


VOL. COCIX. 


Dalrymple, Ci 
Davenport, H. T. 
Davenport, W. B, 
Dawnay, Colonel; hon, 


L. 
- Lisle, B. J, LM. 
De Worms, Baron H, 


i) seme 2 Major A. G, 


imsdale, Baron R. 
Dixon-: F.D, 
Donkin, R, 8. 
Dorington, Sir J. EK 
D 8. 


ugdale, J. 
Duncan, Colonel F, 
Duncombe, A, 
Dyke, xt. bn. Sir, W. 


Eaton, H. W. 

Ebrington, Viscount 

Egerton, hn. A. J, F. 

Egerton, hon: A. de T. 

Elliot, SirG. 

Elliot, G. W. 

Ellis, Sir J. W, 

Elton, C. I. 

Evelyn, W. J. 

Ewart, W. 

Ryze, Coles Colonel H, 
Renquhores m, H. R. 
en, Lt-Gen. R. J. 

Ferguson, right hon. 


Fitz-Wygram, General 
Sir F. W. 

Fletcher, Sir H. 

Folkestone, right hon. 
Viscount 

Forwood, A. B. 

Fraser, General C, C. 

Fry, L. 

Fulton, J. F. 

Gardner, R. Richard- 
son- 

Gathorne-Hardy, hon. 
J.8 


Gedge, 8. 
Gent- Davis, R. 
Gibson, J. G: 
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Hamilton, am Fat 
Hamilton,, 


Hamiton, Col Col.'C. B. 

n . 

Hankey, var 
castle, 


Poe Nl 
m, s 
eee Gwe 
Havelock - Allan, Sir 


H. M; } 
Heathcote, Capt. J, H, 
Edwards- - 


Heaton, J. H. 
Heneage, rig! = E. 
Herbert, hon: 


Haqwoe-Hedee, RT. 
Bill ‘ehh hon, Lord. M 


Hill inab ie 8: 
Hoare, 8. 

Hobhouse, H. 
Holland, rt. hon. Sir 


Holloway, G. 
Holmes, rt; hon. H. 
Hornby, W 4 a 
Howard, J. 
Howard, J. M. 


Hubbard, rt. hn, J, G. 
Hughes, Colonel E. 
ms et - Hallett, Col. 


Kenyon, on. G. T. 
a Pt Col. 


Ker, R. W. B. 
Kerans, F, H. 
Kimber, H. 

King, H. 8. 

a «We Colonel 


Knatchbull-Hugessen 
hon. H.T. ; 
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Ren 


Kynoch, @. 


acartne 
Mlactonal, fe ‘hon, 


tastes an Ww. 

Maclean, J. M. 
Maclure, J. W. 
Macnaghten, E. 
M‘Galinont, Captain J. 
Mallock, R. 
waa: rt. hon. Lord 

aTAGthy n. hat KS 
Maskel yne, 


sw oll rt, hon. H. 

Maxwell, Sir H. E. 

Mayne, Admiral R..C. ’ 
Mildmay, F. B. 

Mills, hon. C. W. 


Mowbray, 1. hon. Sir 
J. R. 
Mowbray, R. G. C. 
Mulholland, H, L. 
Muncaster, ‘Lord 
Muatz, P. A. 
Murdoch, C. T. 
Newark, Viscount 
Noble, W 
Norris, E.'S. 
Northcote, hon. H. 8. 
Norton, R. 
O'Neill, hon. R. T. 
Paget, Sir R. H. 
Parker, hon. F. 


Percy, Lo 
~~ right hon. D. 


Plunkett, hon. J. W. 

Pomfret, Ww. 

Powell, F.S. 

Puleston, J. H. 

Raikes, rt. hon. H. C, 
kin, J, 


Rasch, Major F. C. 
Reed, H. 


[ Second Night. | 
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Ritchie, rt. hon! 0..T. Theobald, J. 
Robertson, J.'P. B. Tollemache, H. J 
Robinson, B. Tomlinson, W. BE. M 
Rollit, fir A. K. Townsend, G. F 
Rosa, A. H. Trotter, H. J. 
Rothschild, Baron F Tyler, Sir H. W 

J. de erdin, 


R. 
Vernon, hon. G. R 


Round, J. .R. 
Royden; T. B Vineent, 0, E. H. 
Russell, Sir,G. Waring, T. 
Russell, T. W. Watson, J. 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. T. Webster, Sir. R. E. 
M: Webster, R. G. 
Saunderson, Col: E. J. Weymouth, Viscount 
Sclater-Booth, rt. hn. Wharton, J. L 
G. White, J. B. 
Sellar, A. C. Whitley, E. 
Selwyn, Capt. C.W. Whitmore, C. A 
Shaw-Stewart, M: H. Wilson, Sir 8. 
Sidebotham, J. W. Winterbotham, A. B. 
Sidebottom, W, Wodehouse, E. R. 
Smith, rt. hon. W. H. Wolmer, Viscount 
Smith, A. Wood, N. 
Smith-Barry,A.H. Wortley, C. B. Stuart- 
Spencer, J. E. Wright, H. S. 
Stanhope, rt. hon. E. Wroughton, P. 
Stanley, E. J. Yerburgh, R. A. 
Swetenham, E. Young, ©. E. B. 
Talbot, J. G. 
Tapling, T. K TELLERS. 
Taylor, F. Douglas, A. Akers- 
Temple, Sir R. Walrond, Col. W. HK, 
Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put. 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, 
it is inexpedient, at the present time, to make 
any further alteration in the Irish Land Laws. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
after Two o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Wednesday, 22nd September, 1886. 





Their Lordships met at Two o'clock. 


MINUTES.]—Pvstic Buu—First Reading — 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation).* 

ProvistonaL Orpen Bitt—Third Reading— 
Tramways (No. 3) * (19), and passed. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIATION) 
BILL. 

Read 1*; and to be read 2 To-morrow ; and 
Standing Order No. XXXV. to be considered 
in order to its being dispensed with.—( The Lord 
Stanley of Preston.) 


House adjourned at a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock, till 


‘o-morrow, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 


| QOMMONS} © 
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HOUSE OF OOMMONS, 
Wednesday, 22nd September, 1886. 


MINUTES. }—Sztacr Comuirtres + Report — 
Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms (Honse of 


Commons) [No. 50}. t 
Pustic Bu — Third Reading — Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation), ‘and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE—THE 
PROROGATION, 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tug EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypoten CuvurcHit) 
(Paddington, S.): It may be for the 
general convenience of the House for 
me to say that after the Consolidated 
Fund Bill has been read a third time 
to-day, I will move the adjournment of 
the House to Saturday. 


QUESTIONS, 
——9———— 
LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—CASE 
OF —— CRONIN, CONVICTED OF 
MOONLIGHTING. 


Mr. STACK (Kerry, N.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether a man named 
Cronin is now undergoing a term of ten 

ears’ penal servitude for alleged moon- 
ighting in Duagh, county Kerry; was 
he convicted on the uncorroborated evi- 
dence of a woman of known bad cha- 
racter; whether the witnesses for the 
defence were men of unimpeachable re- 
putations; whether several years of his 
sentence have already expired ; whether 
several others who were convicted and 
sentenced with him are now at large ; 
whether a Memorial signed by the resi- 
dent magistrate and most of the grand 
jurors of the county was forwarded to 
rd Aberdeen, praying for his release ; 
and, whether, under the circumstances, 
he will advise the Lord Lieutenant to 
set Cronin free ? 

Toe OHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Mronatt Hicks-Beacn) (Bristol, W.), in 
reply, said, if was true that a man 
named Cronin was now undergoing a 
sentence of 10 years’ penal servitude for 
the offence mentioned. He was not con- 
victed on uncorroborated evidence. He 
was not aware that the witnesses for the 
defence were men of unimpeachable re- 
putation. Several years of his sentence 
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had now expired. Others who were 
convisted ial the same time, but not 
equally guilty, had been released. 
A Memorial was forwarded to the late 
Lord Lieutenant, and had been con- 
sidered, and it had been decided that 
the law should take its course. He 
wished to state that the Lord Lieutenant 
only had power to exercise the Preroga- 
tive of the Crown in Ireland, and it had 
never been the duty of the Chief Secre- 
tary to exercise it. If necessary, of 
course, he would advise with His Ex- 
cellency on the subject. 

Ms. SEXTON (Belfast W., and 
Sligo, 8.) asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman was aware that the Judge 
who imposed this heavy sentence of 10 
years declared that he did so for the 
pares of deterring others, and that he 

oped afterwards to be able to advise a 
remission of the sentence, and if the 
Memorial which was presented to Lord 
Aberdeen when he was leaving Ireland 
was signed by Justices of the Peace and 
many influential inhabitants of the dis- 
trict; and whether, in the extraordinary 
circumstances of the case, the right hon. 
Gentleman would advise the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to consider the Memorial ? 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH 
said, he could not answer the Question 
without Notice. 


THE MAGISTRACY (SCUTLAND)—THE 
. SHERIFF CLERK OF BERWICKSHIRE. 

Mr. A. L. BROWN (Hawick, &c.) 
asked the Lord Advocate, Whether the 
Sheriff Clerk of Berwickshire holds the 
following public appointments: County 
Road Clerk of Berwickshire ; Clerk to 
the Commissioners of Income Tax, Ber- 
wickshire; Procurator Fiscal to Her 
Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for dis- 
trict of Lauder, in said shire ; Secretary 
and Treasurer to Duns Gas Light Com- 
pany; Olerk to the Visiting Committee 
of Greenlaw Prison; Auditor to the 
Tweed Commissioners ; whether it is the 
case that, when the said Sheriff Clerk was 
appointed, he came under an obligation 
to resign all or any of his other offices 
if required to do so; whether the Report 
of the Royal Commission of Inquiry 
into the condition of the Orofters, pre- 
sented to Parliament in 1884, recom- 
mends that sheriff clerks should be pro- 
hibited from doing any professional 
work, or any business for profit, other 
than the proper business of their office ; 


{Sapznnapp, 22, 1886} 





whether the Lord Aavocate, in a Debate 
in this House on Stet April’ 1884, as- 
yee he: this togee - whether 
the present voca urposes 
calling upon the Sheriff Olerk of Ber- 
wickshire to resign all or any of the 
offices mentioned ? 

Tae LORD ADVOOATE (Mr. J. H. 
A. Macpowarp) hemp, 8 and St. 
Andrew’s Uipiypesition) have not 
been able to obtain full information to 
answer this Question, but, at the request 
of the hon. Member, I will answer it as 
far as I can do so to-day. I am not 
aware of the exact facts as they at pre- 
sent stand, not yet having received an 
answer to my communication. I under- 
stand that the Sheriff Clerk of Berwick- 
shire does hold several appointments of 
public offices in the county in addition 
to the office of Sheriff Clerk. Mr. Craw- 
ford, who is the Sheriff-Clerk, did come 
under an obligation to give up any 
public appointment it might be thought 
advisable he should not hold. As re- 
gards the grestn referring to profes- 
sional work, if I am rightly informed, 
Mr. Crawford does not perform any pro- 
fessional work at all except in so far as 
holding these appointments may be held 
to involve professional work. I may 
state as regards the counties, not having 
a large amount of public business for 
the Sheriff Clerk, the amount of salary 
for that office would not, in my opinion, 
enable the Crown to obtain a suitable 
person for the office, unless he were 
allowed to hold appointments not incom- 
patible with the duty of Sheriff Clerk. 
But I may say the appointment was 
made just before the Conservative Go- 
vernment left Office in January, and I 
do not find in the records of my office 
that anything has been done since then ; 
but I will look into the matter during 
the Recess. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES— 
THE CADOGAN ESTATE, CHELSEA. 
Mr. OOTAVIUS MORGAN (Batter- 

sea) asked the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department, with reference to 

the contemplated scheme for pulling 

down houses on the Cadogan Estate in 

Chelsea, to which his attention was re- 

cently drawn, Whether he is aware that 

more than 4,000 persons of the working 
classes will be displaced, and compelled 
to seek homes at a distance from their 
employment ; and, whether he will con- 
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sider the feasability of ing by 
Law that an adequate or ibe coal be 
given to the persons affected by such 
schemes, and for compelling some ac- 
commodation to be made for at least a 
certain proportion of the persons dis- 
placed, within a moderate distance of 
their old homes ? 

Taz SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): I am 
informed that provision will be made by 
Lord Cadogan for a large number of 
the working classes who will be displaced 
by the contemplated alterations on the 
Cadogan Estate at Chelsea, which will 
constitute a public improvement. The 
total number of persons of all classes 
who will be displaced is considerably 
below 4,000. The number of the work- 
ing classes displaced is, of course, much 
less. I will consider whether it is pos- 
sible or expedient to interfere by law 
with dealings by a private owner with 
his own property. 


MINES (UNITED KINGDOM) — SCALE 
OF ROYALTIES OR MINE RENTS. 
Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE (Wednes- 

bury) asked the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department, "Whether, in 
view of Her Majesty’s Government 
having promised to procure similar in- 
formation from Foreign Countries, he 
will cause inquiries to Fe made through 

Her Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines with 

respect to the royalties or mine rents 

paid in the United me Br so as to be 
able to lay upon the Table of the House 

a Return showing the scale of royalties 

which exists in different parts of the 

United Kingdom, and also giving in- 

formation as to any penalties or restric- 

tions which are placed upon the lessees 
of mines by the owners of minerals ? 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 

Maituews) (Birmingham, E.): The 

Inspectors of Mines have no authority 

to make the inquiries suggested, and no 

special means of obtaining the informa- 
tion desired, which could only be sup- 
plied voluntarily by the owners or lessees 
of mines. The time required for making 
such inquiries would seriously interfere 
with the duties which the Inspectors 
were especially appointed to discharge. 

The Home Office has no means of ascer- 

taining what penalties or restrictions are 

placed upon lessees by owners of mine- 
rals. These are matters of private 
arrangement. A list of any’ penalties 


Mr. Octavius Morgan 
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or restrictions imposed by Acts of Par- 
liament could be supplied and laid upon 
the Table. ) 


POST OFFICE—POSTAGE OF UNPAID 
LETTERS. 


Sm JOHN LUBBOOK (London Uni- 
versity) asked the Postmaster General, 
Whether any arrangement could be 
made by which receivers of letters, upon 
which the postage has not been paid 
might pay for them direct to, the Gene- 
ral, or nearest Branch, Post Office ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University): 
In reply to the hon. Baronet, I think 
that some inconvenience would arise 
from adopting the suggestion referred 
to, and I think considerable risk might 
be incurred from people receiving their 
insufficiently paid letters and forgetting 
to pey the sums due to the Post Office. 
If I have not correctly apprehended the 
hon. Baronet’s Question perhaps he will 
confer with me. 


PUBLIC HEALTH—WATER SUPPLY 
(METROPOLIS)—THE POPLAR 
DISTRICT. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) asked the President of the Local 
Government Board, Whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the Report for 
the past year of Mr. F. M. Corner, 
Medical Officer to the Poplar Board of 
Works, in which the following passage 
occurs :-— 

** A greater scandal cannot well be shown in 
matters vital to health than that, in spite of 
abundant evidence of the magnitude of the evil, 
thousands and tens of thousands of families 
living in houses, the rates of which are payable 
by the landlords, may at any moment, without 
a particle of fault of their own, be suddenly 
denied one of the first necessaries of life, water, 
tesonghs the neglect or wilfulness of others. 
That disease and death are directly traceable to 
this want no one acquainted with sanitary work 
in London can doubt. Take this instance: 
water cut off, drains sto , opening ‘up of 
ground and drains, removal of filth accumula- 
tion, horrid stench, diphtheria, death. Should 
the tenant justly refuse to pay the rent, the 
water supply being included in the charge, the 
Law allows of the broker being putin, as was 
done in. Cotton Street in 1885, when the goods 
of a widow were seized until the whole was 
paid, although the house had been without 
water for six weeks, In Hanbury Place, having 
six houses, there was no water supply for 
twenty-six days, and families numbering, 
seven, nine, two of six, and others, had to 
exist, in May 1885, with choked’ drains, ‘yard 
flooded with sewage, and no water, and all be- 
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Post \ Offices. 
cause of meotparininh of avteorea; Hoske , 
ord, In another case there; ) water, for 
Sidtcon aah” tee third, trom Noe 9 40 16, 
Galbraith Street, with a population of ity* 
four, there was no water supply from the same 
cause for fourteen days; ”’ 


and, whether, in the paramount interest 
of thé health of ‘the people, the Local 
Government Board will, pending legisla- 
tion, make representations to the Water 
Companies, or take such othér steps as 
may be necessary, with a view to pre- 
vent the recurrence of the condition of 
things here described ? 

Tre PRESIDENT (Mr. Rrreom) 
Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): The 
te of the Medical Officer to the 
Poplar Board of Works calls attention 
to a condition of things which un- 
doubtedly urgently calls for remedy. 
The House will recollect that in 1884 
Lord Camperdown carried through the 
House of Lords a Bill which would have 
altogether taken away from the Com- 
panies the power of cutting off the water 
from tenements such as those alluded to 
in the Question. This Bill passed its 
second reading in this House, but, un- 
fortunately, did not get through its re- 
maining stages. In the opinion of the 
Government the power of cutting off the 
water from such tenements, entailing as 
if may do very serious consequences to 
the health, not only of the persons im- 
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mediately affected, but also of the whole 
district, ought to be abolished. The 
hon. Member is aware that the Govern- 
ment have no control over the Water | 
Companies in this matter at present; | 
but I earnestly hope the Water Com- | 
panies will take care that the powers 
which they possess by law are not exer- 
cised in such a way as would be detri- 
mental to the community and extremely 
hard upon the tenants. I propose to 
send to the various Companies a copy of | 
the Question of the hon. Member con- | 
taining the extract from Mr. Corner’s | 
Report, and to ask them to give it their | 
consideration. 








POOR LAW—FLOGGING AT THE | 
HANWELL PAUPER SCHOOLS. 
Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, | 
8.W.) asked the President of the Local 
Government Board, Whether he can now 
state to the House the result of his pro- | 
mised inquiries as to the alleged ill- 
treatment.of the boy Dunn in the Han- 





well Schools, and also as to the allega- 
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tion that a system of extensive flogging 
idin poguntn thos schools? 

Tur. PRESIDENT (Mr. Rrreum) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s), in reply 
said, that the Local Government Board 
had received a Report from the schools 
with reference to this matter, and he 
had considered it necessary to instruct 
an/ Inspector to go down and hold an 
inquiry into the matter, and also into 
the whole question of punishment in the 
schools. 


POOR LAW (ENGLAND AND WALES)— 
REMOVAL OF PAU PERS, 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) asked the President of the Local 
Government Board, Whether he is aware 
that the Guardians of St. Pancras have 
spent in five years £700 in removing 
paupers to their respective parishes of 
chargeability ; and, whether he will 
cause inquiries to be made, in order to 
lay upon the Table of the House two 
Returns as follows:—A Return of the 
Amount spent annually during the last 
five years by each Union in England 
and Wales in removing Paupers to their 
respective parishes of chargeability, in- 
cluding all Law Charges connected there- 
with; and, a Return of the Amount spent 
annually during the last five years by 
each Metropolitan Union in removing 
Paupers to other Unions within the area 
covered by the Metropolitan Common 
Poor Fund, including all Law Charges 
connected therewith ? 

Tue PRESIDENT (Mr. Rircnre) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) said, he 
had no information with reference to 
this subject ; but he had no objection to 
furnish Returns of the amount expended 
in removing paupers in all the Unions 
of England and Wales, if the hon. Gen- 
tleman would move for them. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—THE PARCEL 
POST—NON-PAYMENT OF SALARIES 
OF SUB-POSTMASTERS AND LETTER 
RECEIVERS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) 
asked the Postmaster General, If sub- 
postmasters and letter-receivers in Ire- 
land have yet received their salaries for 
their services in connection with the 
Parcels Post for the months of May, 
June, July, and August; whether it is 

fact that they were not paid the 
amount due to them for Money Order 
and Post Office Savings Bank business 
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for the quarter ending 30th June till the 
end of August; and, whether the postal 
authorities some time ago averaged the 
amount earned on the sale of stamps, 
and have since made the average a fixed 
salary; and, if so, whether they will 
consider the advisability of adopting 
that plan of payment in rd to the 
Parcels Post, the Money Order, and the 
Sayings Bank Departments of the Post 
Office, or of adopting some other means 
by which officials in the Post Office would 
be paid their salaries more promptly 
than at present? 

Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Ratxes) (Cambridge University) said, 
that in May last, when the Parcel Rates 
were revised, certain changes in the 
method of payment to the persons re- 
ferred to became necessary, involving 
revised calculations at 16,600. offices. 
The matter was being proceeded with 
as quickly as possible, and no unavoid- 
able delay had occurred. He had not 
had time to examine the remaining por- 
tion of the hon. Member’s Question. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND)—THE ASSISTANT COMMIS- 
SIONERS AND CLERKS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Oo., N.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, What are the 
duties performed by the Assistant Com- 
missioners of Intermediate Education in 
Ireland, and by the Chief Clerk and the 
other clerks respectively ; and, whether 
the office of the Board of Intermediate 
Education in Ireland will come within 
the purview of the inquiry to be held 
by the Royal Commission into the Civil 
Service Departments; and, if so, whe~ 
ther the Government will postpone {ill- 
ing the vacancy ia the office of Assistant 
Commissioner of Intermediate Educa- 
tion in Ireland till that Commission has 
reported ? 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY (Sir 
Micuaet Hicxs-Beacu) (Bristol, W.) 
was understood to say that the Assistant 
Commissioners of Intermediate Educa- 
tion in Ireland were responsible for the 
general superintendence of the Office, 
and especially for the supervision of 
the papers set by the different Exa- 
miners, which was a work of consider- 
able difficulty, requiring special qualifi- 


cations. They had also to supetvise the 
working arrangements of the éxami- 
nations. The clérical staff of the ad 


Mr. Claney 
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was very small. He was not quite cer- 
tain whether this Office would come 
within the purview of the inquiry to be 
held into the Civil Service Department ; 
but he would consider the matter, and 
postpone anything of the kind contem- 
plated by the Question if the Office 
was included. 


CROWN LAND REVENUES—RICHMOND 
AND WINDSOR PARKS—FEEDING 
THE GAME. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Whether he is aware that by 10 Geo. 4, 
c. 50, s. 113, it is enacted that the 
annual income of all the possessions and 
land revenues of the Crown to which the 
Act relates shall be applied in the manner 
following :—First. In payment of costs, 
charges, and expenses attending the 
management of the said possessions and 
land revenues. Secondly. In payment 
and discharge of any annual sum or 
sums of money or any pensions already 
charged upon, or to be charged thereon 
respectively, and on the payment of any 
other principal sum, and the interest of 
any principal sum or sums which is al- 
ready or may be hereafter charged upon 
the said possessions and land revenues. 
Thirdly. In payment and discharge of 
the costs, charges, and expenses of re- 
pairs, alterations, and improyements of 
Buckingham Palace; whether he will 
state under which of these heads the 
payment of £500 per annum for the 
food of game in Windsor Great Park 
and Windsor Forest (in addition to a 
charge for the payment of game) is in- 
cluded ; and, whether this game (pre- 
sumably pheasants) was fed at this: an- 
nual cost when the above-mentioned Act 
was passed ? 

Tne SECRETARY ro rae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Jackson) (Leeds, N.): In 
auswer to the hon. Member, TI have to 
say that the payment referred to’ is in- 
cluded under the first head mentioned. 
The latter part of the Question I am 
unable to answer on such short Notice ; 
but it may interest the hon. Member to 
know that previous to 1850 the cost of 
feeding the game was £1,100 per 
annum. 


POST OFFICE—POSTAGE TO THE 
COLONIES. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
buty) asked the Postmaster General, ‘If 
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the. Government will appoint a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the, feasi- 
bility of qpespensia the rate of postage 
between England and the various Colo- 
nies of the British Empire? He also 
wished to call the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to.a Notice of Motion 
he had placed on the Paper to,move for 
a copy of the Correspondence relating 
to the refusal of the Cape of Good Hope 
and the Australian Oolonies to join the 
Postal Union. 

Tus POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rakes) (Oambridge University ),in reply, 
said, that the question of the solution of 
this difficulty, had not escaped his at- 
tention, but beyond that he was not in 
a position to, say anything further, on 
the subject. 
part of the Question; he could not give 
the hon. Gentleman any definite reply 
until he had had an opportunity of con- 
sulting the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies ; but he quite felt that it might 
be useful to the public if, at all events, 
the important portions of that Corre- 
spondence could be brought to the public 
knowledge of the country. If he could 
take any steps to meet the hon. Gentle- 
man in this matter he should be glad to 
do so; but, at the same time, he hoped 
he would not press the Motion he had 
placed on the Paper. 


ARMY (AUXILIARY FORCES)—MILITIA 
QUARTERMASTERS, 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) asked) the Secretary of State for 
War, What, steps he intends to take in 
regard to, the Militia Quartermasters 
who were compelled to, retire before 
being entitled to their full pensions ? 

Tur, SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
W. H. Ssmrn) (Strand, Westminster), 
in, reply, said, that, no alteration what- 
ever had been made in the retirement of 
Militia quartermasters, They would cer- 
tainly receive ali that was promised to 
them. , Looking to the heavy charge in 
the Hstimates, for the non-effective, list; 
he, could not hold out any hope that the 
weight, of}; that: charge on the Votes 


could be ineveased by an additional pen- | 


sion which had not been offered or pro- 
mised to these officers in the first instance. 


PUBLIC, HEALTH, (METROPOLIS), 
METROPOLITAN, ; ASYLUMS BOARD. 
Mz, J, ROWLANDS (Finshury,, B.) 


asked..the, President of the Local Go- | 
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With. regard to the latter | 
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vernment Board, Whether changes bave 
been recently made in the ang Sear p 
of the Metropolitan Asylums ; 
and, if so, whether he can state why 
such changes were made, and what 
is the present number of the Board, 
and how many are nominated mem- 
bers ? , 

Tse PRESIDENT (Mr. Ritonr) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s): The 
Board have recently increased the num- 
ber of elected members of the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board by nine. The 
change has been made in consequence 
of the great alterations which have oc- 
curred in the population and rateable 
value of the Unions and parishes in the 
Metropolis since the number of members 
was fixed in 1871, and the large addi- 
tional duties which the Managers have 
now to undertake as compared with 
those which devolved on them at that 
time. The present number of elected 
Managers is 54, and of nominated Ma- 
nagers 15. 


LABOURERS’ (IRELAND) ACT — THE 
KILMALLOCK SCHEME — INQUIRY 
UNDER THE ACT. 

Mr. FINUCANE (Limerick, E.) asked 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, Whether the Local 
Government Board arbitrator held an 
inquiry at Kilmallock on the 3rd of last 
August, under the Labourers’ Act; if 
so, has he yet sent his draft award, and, 
if not, for what reason; and, will he be 
directed to do so immediately, so that 
the erection of the cottages may be pro- 
ceeded with immediately ? 

Tae CHIEF. SECRETARY (Sir 
MicwaEt Hicxs-Bracu) (Bristol, W.) 
said, there certainly seemed to be con- 
siderable delay in this matter... He was 
not aware of the precise reason for it, 
although he had made inquiries! on the 
subject. The draft award would be sent 
in on Monday. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—DELIVERIES 
AT GRAIGUE, CO. KILKENNY. 
Mr. CHANCE (Kilkenny, 8.) asked 
the Postmaster General, Whether letters 
reaching Borris, county Kilkenny, by 
the morning mail at 10:3 a.m. are not 
delivered in Graigue (five miles distant 
till 2:15 p.m. ; whether letters intende 
for the Irish and English: night mails 
must be posted at Graigye, gounty Kil- 
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kenny, before 9°20 a.m., for the purpose 
of reaching Borris (five miles distant) 
for the mail train leaving for Dublin at 
3°30 p.m. ; whether, owing to represen- 
tations made by the inhabitants of 
Graigue, the late Government promised 
to establish a car service between 
Graigue and Borris, and enable the 
letters arriving by the morning mail to 
be answered the same day; and, why 
this promise has not been fulfilled ? 

Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Mr. Rarxes) (Cambridge University) 
said, there had not been time since the 
Question was put upon the Paper to ob- 
tain the information necessary to enable 
him to answer it. 


DEBTORS’ (IRELAND) ACT — CLOSING 
OF OMAGH GAOL. 


Lorp ERNEST HAMILTON (Tyrone, 
N.) asked the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether 
he can give any information as to the 
place where prisoners under the Debtors’ 
Act, from county Tyrone, are to be con- 
fined, now that the Omagh Gaol is no 
longer available; and, whether it is 
legal for the sheriff to take prisoners 
into an adjoining county? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said, the prisoners 
who were committed under the Debtors’ 
Act in the county of Tyrone, were now 
sent, pursuant to the order of the Lord 
Lieutenant under the Act of Parliament, 
to the prison in Londonderry. 


ROYAL PARKS AND PLEASURE GAR- 
DENS—THE REGENT’S PARK—HOURS 
OF OPENING. 

Mr. LAWSON (St. Pancras, W.) 
asked the First Commissioner of Works, 
At what hour the Regent’s Park is opened 
and closed to the public at different sea- 
sons of the year, and why a difference 
is made in this respect between the 
Regent’s Park and the other Royal 
Parks of the Metropolis ; whether he is 
aware that the time of opening varies 
from day to day, and that a large num- 
ber of the working class resident in the 
district are put to great inconvenience 
by the present conditions by the loss of 
time they are put to; and, whether he 
will take steps to afford them greater 
facilities, especially by causing the park 
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to be opened to the public earlier in the 


morning ? 

THE FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Puvuwxer) (Dublin University) : At pre- 
sent the gates in Regent’s Park are 
opened at 5 a.m. from March 1 to Septem- 
ber 80 ; and at 6 a.m. from October tothe 
end of February. I hope, however, to 
be able now to make arrangements by 
which these gates will be opened regu- 
larly at 5 o’clock in the morning all the 
year round. I should be very glad also 
to keep the gates open later in the even- 
ing ; but that would involve a great in- 
crease of the charges for ice and 
lighting in Regent’s Park. I have had 
a rough estimate made by which it ap- 
pears that it would cost upwards of 
£5,000 capital expenditure, and more 
than £1,800 a-year additional. I will 
look further into this question, but I 
cannot make any promise on the sub- 
ject. 

THE LONDON SCHOOL BOARD — THE 
FEDERATED RADICAL CLUBS—PAY.- 
MENT OF FEES. 

Mr. BAUMANN (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham )asked theVice President of theCom- 
mittee of Council, Whether his attention 
had been drawn to the Resolution passed 
by the Council of the Metropolitan Fede- 
ration of Radical Clubs to issue an ad- 
dress to all persons sending children to 
Board Schools in the district of the Lon- 
don School Board, advising them to dis- 
continue the payment of school fees on 
and after 4th October, and, further, to 
refuse to fill up or sign any papers in 
reference to school fees; and, whether, 
in the event of a strike against school 
fees, the Education Department will 
take any steps to enforce the Law ? 

Tar VIOK PRHSIDENT (Sir Henry 
Hottanp) (Hampstead): My attention 
has been called to the resolution passed 
by the Council of the Metropolitan Fede- 
ration of Radical Clubs, with reference 
to the new bye-laws of the London School 
Board, and should any person be so 
misguided as to follow the advice ten- 
dered, Iam informed that the London 
School Board have ample powers to deal 
with the difficulty, without the interven- 
tion of the Department. As the’ hon. 
Member is aware, the School Board have 

wer to remit fees in all! cases where 

: may appear to them advisable to 
0 80. ‘ - 
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BURMAH—THE INUNDATIONS AT 
MANDALAY. 


Mr. W. F. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abereromby) asked tho Under Secretary 
of State for India, Whether his attention 
has been drawn to the letter of Zhe Times 
correspondent (Sept. 21st) regarding the 
Mandalay inundation; and, whether he 
will institute an inquiry regarding the 
alleged neglect on the part of the British 
authorities to strengthen the bund al- 
though duly warned of its danger ? 

Taz UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir Jouw Gorst) (Chatham) : I 
have no official information with regard 
to the Mandalay inundation later than 
that given to the House on August 25 
and September 3. That information was 
furnished by telegram, and is of later 
date than the statement of the Corre: 
spondent of Zhe Zimes. It exonerates the 
British officials as far as it goes from the 
charges made, and shows that the loss 
of life, which 7he Times Correspondent 
states was unlikely to be less than 1,000, 
did not, in fact, exceed 12. The Secre- 
tary of State for India, when the news 
of the disaster was received, at once 
ordered an inquiry, which, however, 
proved to have been already instituted 
by the Government of India on its own 
motion.. The Secretary of State, will 
take care that this inquiry is searching 
and complete, and full information on 
the subject shall be given to Parliament. 


THE NORTH AMERICAN FISHERY 
TREATIES. 

Mr. GOURLEY (Sunderland) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, ‘Whether it is true that the Ame- 
rican schooner Vought, which returned to 
New York on the 15th September, was, 
on arriving at Paspebiac, Canada, in a 
distressed condition, not permitted to 
obtain a supply of water or to have her 
damages repaired, but ‘was ordered to 
sea; and, whether: he/can now inform 
the House what measures Her Majesty’s 
Government contemplate adopting for 
the purpose of amending or abolishing 
the existing Fishery Treaties, and which, 
from time to time, cause friction. between 
this Country, the United States, an 
the Dominion of Canada? ©: 

Tun ~UNDER: SECREPARY:: or 
STATE: (Sir Jawes' Fercusson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have not received any information 
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yon free the occurrence in question, 
and I cannot, therefore, say if the facts 
are correctly stated. As I have already 
informed the House, the Secretary of 
State is im communication with the 
United States Guvernment, and is also 
communicating’ personally with the 
United States Minister in this country 
with 2 view and an earnest endeavour 
to remove the causes of difference which 
exist. 


LICENCES (IRELAND)—REFUSAL OF 
HOTEL LICENCE AT DINGLE. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, If the renewal 
of the Hotel Licence of Mr. John Lee 
of Dingle, has been refused by the local 
bench of magistrates, because he would 
not sign an undertaking to furnish cars 
for eviction duty; and, whether the 
Queen’s Bench in Ireland last year 
granted licences whieh had been refused 
by local justices under similar circum- 
stances ; and, if so, whether the Govern- 
ment will take steps to compel magis- 
trates to respect the decisions of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench ? 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) (who replied) said, this Ques- 
tion only appeared on the Motion 
Paper this morning, and it was impos- 
sible for him to say whether or not the 
facts were as stated in the first part of 
the Question. As to the second portion 
of the Question, any decision of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench which had been 
given on this subject must be referable 
to the particular case which came be- 
fore it. As he mentioned yesterday, 
the refusal of cars to police might be a 
ground for refusing the renewal of 
licences ; but: whether it was so or not 
would depend on the circumstances of 
each case. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON asked if the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman was 
aware that the Bench of Magistrates 
being composed of landlords and land 
agents, they would naturally refuse hotel 
licences ‘to any publieans who would 
not assist in the work of eviction in 
this manner ? : 

Mr. HOLMES said, it was perfectly 
competent, under certain circumstances, 
for a Bench of Magistrates under the: 

3 conferred upon them: by-law to: 
ecline to give a certificate of renewal 
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on the ground that the publican refused 
to furnish cars. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON asked whe- 
ther there was not a telegraph wire be- 
tween Dublin Castle and Dingle, where 
this decision took place ? 

Mr. HOLMES said, there was, but it 
was wholly impossible to get information 
in time. He had telegraphed at 11 
o’clock, and up to the present had not 
received a reply. 


POST OFFICE—SIXPENNY TELEGRAMS 
—FINANCIAL RESULTS. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) asked the Postmaster General, 
Whether he will cause to be prepared 
in the Telegraph Department, for laying 
before the House, a Report showing the 
financial results of the reduction of the 
charge of telegrams to sixpence, giving 
the number monthly since the change 
in comparison with the previous year, 
the number of telegrams at various rates 
of charge, and the average number of 
words used for addresses, showing also 
the increased expenses and the receipts 
for registered addresses ? 

Tue POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. 
Rarxes) (Cambridge University): In re- 
ply to the Question of the hon. Member, 
I regret that I am unable to give the 
whole of the particulars asked for. I 
have, however, caused a statement to be 

repared which gives some very interest- 
ing particulars in regard to the increase 
of telegraphic business under the new 
tariff. This Return is too long to read 
to the House, but I will give the follow- 
ing figures :—For the last three months 
of 1885 and the first three months of 
1886, as compared with the correspond- 
ing months of 1884 and 1885, I find that 
the number of telegrams under the new 
tariff reached 16,787,540, as against 
11,314,423 under the old tariff, showing 
an increase of 5,473,117, while the re- 
venue derived from these telegrams and 
from the additional amount received in 
respect of the registration of abbre- 
viated addresses, as compared with that 
received in the corresponding six months, 
was less by £22,000. For the five com- 
pleted months of the present financial 
year, as compared with the correspond- 
ing months of the last financial year, the 
number of messages is 17,369,161, as 
compared ‘with 11,125,794, showing an 
ineréase of 6;243,367, or 56: per cent ; 
and, although the loss of revenue im 


Mr. Holmes 


{COMMONS} 








The Prorogation. 1268 


April and May was £15,000, the re- 
venue in the last three months has been 
ter by £12,000—the loss of revenue 
r the five months being, therefore, 
about £3,000. The present month will, 
I think, show a similar increase of busi- 
ness, and it is probable that the small 
loss of £3,000 will nearly disappear. I am 
unable, at the present time, to furnish the 
House with the farther particulars asked 
for by the hon, Member; but the Depart- 
ment has already taken steps for obtain- 
ing the figures asked for, and, assoon as I 
am in a position to do so, I will furnish 
the hon. Member with the figures he de- 
sires. In the meantime I shall be ready, 
if the hon. Member will move for it, to 
furnish, as an unopposed Return, the 
particulars contained in the Paper some 
details of which I have read to the 
House. 


PARLIAMENT— THE PROROGATION 
—RE-ASSEMBLING OF THE 
HOUSE. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central): I will ask a Question of the 
noble Lord the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, which I hope he will be able 
to answer, though I have not given him 
Notice of it—namely, To what date does 
the Government intend to advise Her 
Majesty to prorogue Parliament; and 
whether the rumour is true that an 
early day will be named for the possible 
re-assembling of Parliament ; and, if so, 
will that meeting be for the dispatch of 
Business? I put that Question specially 
with reference to the somewhat me- 
nacing statement made by the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland last night. 

Tur CHANCELLOR or rus EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpoteu OnurcHinL) 
(Paddington, 8:): I am unable to give 
an answer to the Question of the right 
hon. Gentleman. The date of the Pro- 
rogation of Parliament will be stated in 
the Commission appointing the Commie- 
sioners to prorogue Parliament. 

Sir GEORGE. CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) asked, in the event. of, the 
Appropriation Bill being passed at that 
Sitting, to what day would the noble 
Lord move the adjournment of the 
Hoase ? 

Lorv RANDOLPH GHORCHILL: 
In the event. of the Appropriation Bill 
being passed to-day—and I cannot con- 
template any other eontingency—it will 
probable be convenient for. the, House 
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to meet on Saturday for the Prorogation, 
as there is no Public Business of any 
importance on Thursday or Friday; and 
I propose, as I stated earlier in the Sit- 
ting, to move the adjournment of the 
House till that day. 


PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE. 


Mr. R. G, WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer a Question of which I have 
given him private Notice— Whether the 
Government intend, at an. early date 
next Session, to introduce any amend- 
ment in the present mode of Parliamen- 
tary Procedure with the purpose of ex- 
pediting Public Business ? 

Tus CHANCELLOR or tuz EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranvotrn CuxuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): Of course, my hon. 
Friend will understand that the inten- 
tions of a Government with regard to 
the arrangements of a future Session 
are not at all exempt from all those 
changes and chances which beset all 
human arrangements. But with that 
rather important qualification, I may 
say that it is the most decided intention 
of Her Majesty’s Government to recom- 
mend to the House of Commons at the 
commencement of next Session to devote 
its continued attention to very consider- 
able alterations and modifications of its 
present method of conducting Public 
Business. 


POOR LAW (ENGLAND AND WALES)-- 
LANDING OF DESTITUTE AND 
INSANITARY ALIENS—THE GREEK 
GIPSIES. 

Mr. GROTRIAN (Hull, E.) asked the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, Whether he is aware that an- 
other body of Greek gipsies are en- 
camped in Hull; and whether, having 
regard to the fact that these people are 
in a destitute condition, are likely to be- 
come a serious burden to the inhabitants 
and ratepayers, and that their sanitary 
condition leaves much to be desired, he 
will take some steps to deal with this 
matter in the interests of the country 
generally ? 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE (Mr. 
Marruews) (Birmingham, E.): I have 
had no information respecting the arrival 
of the Greek gipsies at Hull; and Iam 
afraid the law of this country affords 
very imperfect protection against the 


{Serremuen 22, 1886} 





( Appropriation) Bill. 1270 


landing of destitute and insanitary 
aliens. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 
——— 9 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 

(Mr. Courtney, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr, Jackson.) 


THIRD READING. 
Order for Third Reading read, 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (IRE- 
LAND)—THE DERRY ELECTION — 
ACTION OF THE RESIDENT MAGIS- 
TRATE AND POLICE — OFFICIAL 
INQUIRY.—RESOLUTION. 


Mr. C. LEWIS (Londonderry), in 
rising to move— 

“ That, in the opinion of this House, it is ex- 
pedient and necessary that an official inquiry 
should be held into the conduct of the resident 
magistrate and police in the city of Derry on 
the 6th of July last, when it is alleged that, 
under the orders of the resident magistrate, an 
unwarrantable attack was made by the police 
with staves, upon a number of respectable and 
orderly people who were assembled on the steps 
of the Imperial Hotel, Londonderry, on the 
oceasion of the declaration of the poll at the 
city of Derry election on that day,”’ 
said, that this Motion had been on the 
Paper on several occasions, and had 
stood over from time to time, not from 
any fault of his, or from any disinclina- 
tion to bring it forward, but from his 
desire to give the Government every 
facility to get through Supply and pass 
the Appropriation Bill. He was happy 
to be able to state that the question in- 
volved in the Motion did notin the least 
degree provoke any conflict between the 
Party of which he was a Member and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite below the 
Gangway; it did not involve any sort 
of Party conflict, although it arose out 
of an election. No one could be more 
unwilling to limit in the least degree 
the authority or damage the prestige of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary than he, 
for he knew how important it was for 
the safety of the public that that autho- 
rity and prestige should be maintained 
to the highest possible extent, and he 
knew perfectly well that nothing eould 
be more disastrous to the maintenance 
of the public peace in Ireland than that 
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that authority should be subjected to 
any check or blow. He took the course 
he had done in consequence of meetings 
both of the citizens ‘and magistrates of 
the City of Derry. The election for the 
Qity of Derry took place on the 5th of 
July, and the declaration of the poll on 
the 6th at noon. Prior to the electiona 
large number of police were imported 
into the city. He did not complain of 
that, for he thought that, having regard 
to the circumstances of the case, it was 


avery proper step. Before the polling | agai 


day the Mayor and the Resident Magis- 
trate, without any consultation with the 
Bench of Magistrates generally, issued 
a Notice, which stated that they had re- 
ceived sworn information to the effect 
that a procession, with bands and torches 
was going through Derry on the 5th 
July, and that this would be likely to 
lead to a breach of the peace, and that 
Notice concluded by saying that the 
Mayor and the Resident Magistrate pro- 
hibited any such procession, and that if 
it took place it would be dispersed by 
foroe. Looking at that Notice from a 
legal point of view, he had no hesitation 
in saying that it was a mere brutum ful- 
men, that it was ultra vires, and that it 
had no authority or effect. But what 
he wished to draw particular attention 
to was that it was a Notice prohibiting 
a procession with bands. Now, the posi- 
tion of affairs at the declaration of the 
poll on the 6th July was this. Derry 
was absolutely quiet through the whole 
election ; there had not been so much as 
a disturbance in the streets. There were 
no assaults, no conflicts of any sort or 
deseription tending to a breach of the 
peace. Indeed, he never knew an elec- 
tion more absolutely free from breaches 
of the peace or riots. The committee- 
room of his opponent was situated in the 
same street as his own, but lower down 
the street. The Court House was above 
his (Mr. Lewis’s) committee-room. The 
street might thus be considered as 
divided roughly into three portions. 
There was a crowd round his opponent’s 
committee-room, and round the Im- 
perial Hotel, where he had his com- 
mittee-room, there was a crowd of some 
1,000 or 1,500 people, but there was no 
contact between the two crowds. The 
consequence was that there was an en- 
tire absence of any indication of ill- 
feeling or excitement. As he (Mr. 





Lewis) came from the Court House to | 
Mr. C. Lewis 
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the rial. Hotel he: 
ie Coen tata 
crowd, in front) of the hotel, there was 
@ person with a wind. instrument, on 
which he was playing some favourite 


air. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, S.): What air? j 

Mr. C. LEWIS said, he did not 
know; but the Proclamation of the 
Mayor, whatever its nature, was directed 
against a procession with bands, and not 
yainst the mere playing of music. 
Well, the playing went on, filling up 
the time until the Member appeared. 
As to what then took place he would 
rely in the first place, not on his own 
statement, but on the testimony of the 
Bishop of Derry, whom everyone would 
admit to be unimpeachable. In a letter 
which he wrote shortly afterwards to 
the papers, the right rev. Prelate said 
that he was, with a large party of his 
(Mr. Lewis’s) friends, in a room of the 
Imperial Hotel, the windows of which 
opened on the balcony, from which the 
new Member was to address the people. 
He saw that there was a crowd in front 
of the hotel, exterding some distance 
above and below. The crowd was a well- 
conducted assembly. The people cheered 
now and then, and hiirart se = groaned. 
After a short time, the Bishop went on, 
a band approached, with instruments 
and flags. This was, perhaps, an in- 
fraction of the Order of the magistrates. 
What occurred between the band and 
the Resident Magistrate he (the Bishop) 
could not tell, but after a few seconds 
he saw the police making for the crowd 
with swords, truncheons, and guns, 
striking out right and left. As far as 
he could see, no resistance was offered, 
and it was simply a saturnalia of vio- 
lence. He saw a policeman of Hercu- 
lean proportions aim a blow with his 
truncheon at the head of a respectable 
woman who was trying to escape. 
Fortunately, the blow missed her. 8 
(the Bishop) then came out on the 
balcony and denounced the conduct of 
the police, in the hope that his voice 
might reach the Resident Magistrate. 
So far the Bishop. The rest of the story 
he (Mr. Lewis) must ask the House to 
take from him. ‘The band turned down 
into the yard of the Deanery opposite 
the hotel, and he himself then saw a 
constable with a drawn sword thrust 
his sword through the rails of the yard, 
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and endeavour to prick those who were 
assembled there. So horrified were 
other members of the Constabulary at 
this that the man was actually dragged 
back by:a police officer. In consequence 
of this extraordinary and outrageous 
proceeding, a filumber of well-conducted 
citizens standing on the stéps of the Im- 
perial Hotel cried out ‘Shame!’ upon 
which the Resident Magistrate, who 
seemed to have lost his head, directed 
the police tocharge them. These people, 
who were quietly waiting for the Mem- 
ber to return thanks for his election, 
were wedged in and could not escape, 
and he himself saw, to his horror, 20 or 
30 constables with their batons drawn 
rush at the small crowd and knock many 
of them on the head. One unfortunate 

rson standing on the steps had his 
head broken, and as a consequence his 
life was in danger for a considerable 
time. That was a plain and unvarnished 
statement of the whole case. These 
people were doing nothing but enjoying 
a fine summer day, and waiting to hear 
the successful candidate return thanks, 
when they were set upon in the out- 
rageous manner which he had described 
by those who were paid to preserve the 
public peace. The outrage was wit- 
nessed by the Bishop and the Dean of 
Derry, and by five or six magistrates 
and other independent persons not re- 
sident in the city. In the whole course 
of his life he never saw such horror and 
excitement. [ Laughter.) The hon. Mem- 
ber for Sligo laughed 

Mr. SEXTON: Yes; you made the 
horror and excitement. 

Mr. 0. LEWIS said, he had made his 
statement as a matter of honour and 
upon the authority of the Bishop of 
Derry. This was a matter which could 
not be laughed away in the manner in 
which hon. Members seemed to desire. 
The conduct of the police caused the 
greatest possible excitement in the city, 
and the magistrate met and passed a 
resolution asking for a public inquiry by 
the Government. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the late Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land (Mr. John Morley) declined to insti- 
tute aninquiry without giving his reasons. 
A largely-attended meeting of the citi- 
zens was next held, at which a resolution 
was unanimously passed calling upon the 
Government to institute an inquiry as 
to the conduet of the authorities in order 
to insure the punishment of the guilty 








parties. A change of Government came, 
and the ieagietratse in met and asked 
for an inquiry. e t Chief 
Seeretary replied that he himself would 
make inquiries into the matter, but that 
no public inquiry would be ordered. 
These occurrences took place on the 6th 
of July, and nobody had yet been called 
upon to account for the extraordinary 
and violent conduct of the police. The 
outrage was not committed by the City 
Constabulary, but by police brought in 
from a distance; therefore the offenders 
could not be identified. The right hon. 
Gentleman the late Chief Secretary said 
he would not consent to an inquiry, but 
he proclaimed the city under the Arms 
Act, without the smallest pretence in the 
world, or in respect of any abuse of 
arms or conflict between the citizens. 
The right hon.Gentleman carried out the 
licy which he foreshadowed when in 
ce as to the putting into operation of 
the Arms Act. He said it would be very 
useful in Ulster. That was the conduct 
of a right hon. Gentleman seeing fair 
play between the police and the citizens. 
Such were the proceedings of the right 
hon. Gentleman ; for it turned out that 
his object in proclaiming Derry, where 
there had been no outrages, was, as he 
said, to keep the balance even between 
North and South. That was to say, be- 
cause he had had to put the Arms Act 
in force in the South, therefore he pro- 
claimed Derryin the North. [‘‘Oh,oh!”’] 
Why, it was not more than a week since 
he made that statement in Committee of 
Supply. The right hon. Gentleman 
on that occasion said—‘I proclaimed 
Derry to make matters level.” The 
right hon. Gentleman was a Member of 
the Party who would not support coercion 
under any circumstances. They brought 
in their Arms Bill, and the first thing 
they did was to put it into operation 
against an unoffending city. He chal- 
lenged the right hon. Gentleman to say 
upon what material it was that, in the 
month of July last, when there had been 
no outrages and no disturbances in the 
City of Derry, he advised the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to proclaim the city underthe Arms 
Act. He could not help thinking it was a 
set-off to him for having condemned the 
conduct of the right hon. Gentleman with 
reference to the Arms Act. The events 
which he had stated having happened, 
there was a distinct refusal by the right 
hon. Geritleman to hold an inquiry. No 
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uiry from the Resident Magistrate, 
Mr. Harvey, who played an important 
part in the disturbances. But did he 
endeavour to obtain information from 
any independent person? The. events 
having happened which he had stated 
to the House, he demanded to know the 
grounds upon which the Government 
refused a sworn inquiry. He ventured 
to say that when a meeting of magis- 
trates called the attention of the Govern- 
ment of the day to the serious conflict 
that was goingon, not betweenthe Orange 
and Catholic parties, but between the au- 
thorized protectors of the citizens and the 
citizens themselves, it required a very 
strong case to justify the refusal of the 
Government to make an inquiry with a 
view to bringing the guilty parties to 
justice. He had no doubt the right hon. 
Gentleman received a very crushing re- 
ply from the Resident Magistrate, who 
now walked about Derry despised by 
the citizens. The House would see 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
able to quote any other witnesses in 
support of the maintenance of the digni- 
fied silence which the Government as- 
sumed under the circumstances. The 
right hon. Gentleman the present Chief 
Secretary was in a totally different posi- 
tion. He had to deal with the difficulty 
that an inquiry had already been refused. 
He (Mr. Lewis) maintained that when 
the House had the testimony of so highly 
respected a Prelate as the Bishop of 
Derry, such an occurrence should not be 
allowed to happen at noonday withou 
some inquiry being held to ascertain who 
was responsible. The present Chief 
Secretary stated, in reply to the resolu- 
tion of the second meeting of magis- 
trates, that he would make an inquiry 
into the matter. Was it to be expected 
that, with all the serious responsibilities 
which rested upon him, and with all the 
difficult duties he had to perform, he 
could go down to Derry and conduct an 
inquiry on the spot? In the face of all 
the facts and circumstances, it was a 
scandalous thing that these most extra- 
ordinary occurrences should have goneon 
without any expression of reprobation 
on the part of the Government of the 
day, and that the citizens, after the 
serious attack that had been made upon 
them, should be deserted by the Govern- 
ment to whom they were entitled to look 
forsupport. Under these circumstances, 


Mr. C. Lewis 








(COMMONS)... (Appropriation) BiG. 1276 
doubt, the late Chief Secretary made in- | he 


ventured to moye the oes uti 
which stood in his ore © purpose 
of vindicating the rights and privileges 
of citizenship of the city which he had 
the honour to represent. 

Carrary M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) 
seconded the Resolution. 


Amendment proposed, 

To leave out from the word ‘ That,’’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘fin the opinion of this House, it is expedient 
and necessary that an official inquiry should be 
held into the conduct of the resident magistrate 
and police in the city of Derry on the 6th of 
July last, when it is alleged that, under the 
orders of the resident magistrate, an unwarrant- 
able attack was made by the police, with staves, 
upon a number of respectable and orderly people 
who were assembled on the steps of the Im- 
perial Hotel, Londonderry, on the occasion of 
the declaration of the poll at the city of Derry 
election on that day,’’—(Mr. Charles Lewis,) 
—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
roposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) said, that not many sentences 
would be required from him in answer- 
ing the speech which the hon. Gentle- 
man had made in defence of his Amend- 
ment. The hon. Gentleman’s statement 
of what happened rested upon the letter 
written by the Bishop of Derry, and 
upon the hon. Member’s own account 
of what he saw from the steps of the 
Imperial Hotel. The hon. Member, 
however, was not at that moment in a 
frame of mind, he submitted, which 
made his testimony of any great or de- 
cisive value. The hon. Member was not 
always distinguished, evenin that House, 
for urbanity, or for happy serenity of 
demeanour. Upon this occasion the 
House would judge, froma speech which 
he delivered, how likely he was to see 
things without excitement, and as they 
occurred—— 

Mr. 0. LEWIS: That was after the 
event. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY said, he sup- 
posed the events all went on in a very 
short and rapid space of time, and pro- 
bably the hon. Member was in one frame 
of mind from beginning to end of the 
transaction. The House would judge. 
The following report of a speech deli- 
vered by the hon. Gentleman on that 
oceasion would illustrate the way in 
which this champion of the party of law 
and order thought fit to speak of the 
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“ Mr. Lewis spoke under great excitement. 
He said—‘Ladies, and 
Mr. Harvey, you - 
dent Magistrate—‘ look at that mob down there 
(pointing to the Nationalist crowd), look at 
them, you rascal! Why, don’t you disperse 
them? Ladies and gentlemen, I have to thank 
you, citizens of this city, who for the fifth time 
have returned me ‘to l’arliament, and I now 
pledge myself, in the face of that man (Mr. 
Harvey) —I pledge myself that my first act in 
Parliament will be to expose and reprobate the 
conduct of that wicked man in the way that he 
deserves.’ (Loud cheers and groans). ‘The 
hon. Member went on to say that the represen- 
tatives of the Government had behaved in a 
scandalous, criminal, and cowardly manner. A 
dastardly attempt had been made to assault and 
butcher ’’—butcher !—“ the citizens of Derry.” 


He only read that report as an illustra- 
tion of the calm and judicial temper in 
which the hon. Gentleman had looked 
on at the transaction. 

Mr. ©. LEWIS: It was after the 
event I made the speech. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: It was all 
pretty simultaneous, as a matter of fact. 
Well, the resolution of the magistrates 
was sent to the Government, and inquiry 
was made of the Resident Magistrate 
himself (Mr. Harvey), and the Go- 
vernment instituted a full investigation. 
They collected reports from all the offi- 
cials who took part in the maintenance of 
order in Derry on that occasion. One or 
two points of difficulty arose, and they 
referred those to the Inspector General 
of Constabulary. They had the whole 
affair thoroughly investigated. What 
case was there for a sworn inquiry? 
Talk of butchering” the citizens! 
Who was ‘‘ butchered ?” 

Mr. 0. LEWIS: I will answer the 
question—the man who was four days 
in the infirmary. 

Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Yes; it was 
reported in the newspapers that the 
man was given over; if was said 
that tetanus had setin. When the offi- 
cers went to the Infirmary, however, they 
found the gentleman in bed reading the 
newspaper. A more trumpery affair was 
never brought under the notice of the 
House of Commons. The hon. Member 
tried to harrow: their feelings with de- 
scriptions of Constabulary officers and 
constables running their swords into in- 
offensive and peaceable citizens, and all 
he could prove in the way of butchery 
and massacre was that one man went 
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was out @ very few s..' The 
conditions under Shick the action of the 
police took place were not quite so 
simple as the hon. Gentleman would 
lead the House to suppose. He made a 

int of the police being foreigners ; 

ut did all his friends in Belfast pay 
such respect to the Proclamation of their 
own Mayor, who was not a foreigner, 
as to warrant the attitude he now took 
up? The hon. Gentleman said that the 

ayor’s Proclamation had no legal foree. 
On that point at the moment he was not 
able to answer the hon. Member; but 
no doubt the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman (the Attorney General for 
Ireland) would say whether the Mayor’s 
Proclamation was legally a compulsory 
document or not. It was the opinion, 
at all events, of the magistrates of the 
town that it was expedient and necessary 
for the maintenance of law and order 
that bands and processions should be 
avoided and suppressed. | Mr. O. Lewis: 
Processions of bands. ] On this occasion 
a band made its way out of the Dean’s 
Yard to the front of the Imperial Hotel, 
and there it began to play ‘God Save 
the Queen” and also Party airs. The 
hon. Member would not deny that that 
was a very dangerous thing in a town 
like Londonderry, where, as the poll 
showed, parties were so equally divided, 
and where, although order had been 
preserved, there had been great excite- 
ment. It was a very dangerous thing, 
and, in the opinion of the Mayor, dis- 
order would be likely to follow if bands 
were allowed to go on playing Party 
tunes. After carefully considering all 
the reports, the Lord Chancellor and 
himself came to the conclusion that the 
Resident Magistrate and the Constabu- 
lary officers used no more force than 
was necessary, and they did not in fact 
use any very considerable amount of 
foree. He had not the least wish to 
impugn the testimony of the Bishop of 
Derry, although the Bishop, speaking 
from the Imperial Hotel, used very 
strong language—he presumed strong 
language for a Bishop. Comparing the 
charge made in the Bishop of Derry’s 
letter, and the evidence in support of the 
resolution of the magistrates, with their 
own full and elaborate reports, they 
eame' to the conclusion that this was'a 
thoroughly a affair, and that to 
institute any further inquiry would be to 
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rive it an importa: 

Eeradlee for.’ The hon.’ Member’ said 
he would ‘be ‘the'last person’ to wish to 
bring discredit upon authorities or upon 
the Trigh Constabulary. But he swb- 
mittéd ‘to’ the’ hon! Member : and ‘tlie 
Hfouse ‘that ‘for the Executive Govern- 
mént in Dublin to take thé serious step 
of having & sworn inquity into so triffing 
and insignificant a business would place 
the Resident Mavistrates and the Oun- 
stabulary officers in stich a position that 
théey would be little di to do their 
duty with ons vigour. ‘It would 
be'a most’ fatal thing fo institute’ sworn 
inquiries without a conviction that there 
was really strong’ ground for believing 
that a ‘serious dereliction of duty had 
occurred: ’ He and the Trish Executive 
had'no such a belief. The hon. Member 
had introduced” matters which had no- 
thing to ‘do with' the Motion’ he had 
made. On'a former occasion he had 
fully explained and justified the phrase 
he had used, which gave such utterly 
unreasonable offence to some ‘gen- 
tlemen of Ulster, and on which the hon. 
Member had put so unreasonable an 
interpretation. The remark would bear 
no such interpretation as that he was 
determined unnecessarily to proclaim 
Belfast and Derry, because Cork had 
been proclaimed. He could not imagine 
why Derry should be‘specially insulted 
by being placed under the same restric- 
tions as Belfast, Dublin, and Cork. In 
Derry itself the friends ‘of the hon. Gen- 
tleman did not always take that line 
with res to law and order which he 
should expect from them. Some re- 
marks on the proclamation of Derry, 
which were made by The Londonderry 
Sentinel, would give the House an idea of 
the difficulties that Governments, whe- 
ther Conservative or Liberal, had to deal 
with in the North of Ireland. The pur- 
port of the Lord Lieutenant’s Proclama- 
tion, as the House knew, was to prohibit 
the possession of arms without a licence. 
The organ of law and order said of the 
Proclamation issued by Her Majesty’s 
authority— 


“Our advice to the people who happen to 
possess any of these weapons is to keep a firm 
grip on them, whether they have a licence or 
not. Let no one part with his rifle or revolver ; 
there is no saying how soon they may be 
needed ; and probably one of the first acts of 
the new Government, will be to rescind the 
offensive Proclamation that Mr. Morley has so 
meanly sprung upon the Northern towns.” 


Ur. John Morley 


née-which was entirely | “Would the 





ld’ the: “General” for -Ire- 
land say whether the Government: were 
going ‘to rescind the Proclamation or 
not? He thought. they would not 
do anything of the kind; but the 
extract showed ‘there was, even in the 
party of lew and order, a temper which 
justified ‘the Executive im dealing with 
Derry as they would deal with Dublin or 
Cork. It showed too that upon such an 
occasion as an election; when excitement 
was aroused, and when ‘the flame was 
fanned by such speeches as those of the 
hon. Member, Derry was not a place 
where the Executive Government could 
afford to diseourage its own ‘agents, or 
play fast and loose with its: own autho- 
rity. 

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
TRELAND (Mr: Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) said, he had to thank the hon. 
Member for the courtesy he had shown 
in having on different oceasions post- 
poned the Motion so as to avoid inter- 
fering with the convenience of the Go- 
vernment and of the House. He wished 
also to state that the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland would have replied to the 
hon. Member’s speech, but he was pre- 
vented from being in his place by urgent 
public business. The Lord Chancellor 
and himself had assisted the Chief Secre- 
tary in ‘the inquiry into this matter, and 
probably the hon. Member and the 
House would accept the explanation he 
had to offer. The House was 16 doubt 
aware that the present Government. did 
not come into Office until about a month 
after these transactions occurred. Their 
attention was first directed to the matter 
by the second resolution that was passed 
by the magistrates of Derry; and in 
whioh they called attention to the reso- 
lution previously passed ‘requesting the 
Government to grant a sworn inquiry. 
That resolution was carefully considered 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary and his Colleagues, and the 
conclusion théy arrived at was that a 
sworn inquiry would not conduce to the 
= interest. The Chief Secretary, 

wever, expressed his readiness to ac- 
quaint himself most fully with the facts 
of the case. As regarded the advantage 
or disadvantage of having a public in- 
quiry, there was one point which must 
be borne in mind—namely, that there 
could not be a publie inquiry on sworn 
evidence without Parliamentary autho- 
rity, for the Constabulary Acts only pro- 














i le ol el 





‘281 Cantaolidated-Fund,\. {Surramnnn,22,)1886} 
ment prevailed there 


vided for‘such..an inquiry into: the acts 
of individual constables, The only in- 

iry there could be into a matter of 
this kind;assuming the circumstances to 
call forit, would -be an inquiry on the 
spot, without the power of administering 
an oath, by one or two Special Commis- 
sioners; and it seemed’ to-the Govern- 
ment, after comparing the statements 
made on one side and the other, that it 
would not advance the public interest 
to have an inquiry of this character. 
On considering the statements of officers 
and officials and statements made by 
others, he thonght this was a right and 
proper conclusion. Perhaps the House 
would bear with him while he stated 
the view the Government took of the 
matter. 'He could quite understand 
that transactions of this kind would ex- 
cite ill-feeling in the locality. When 
there was a collision between the police 
and the people, no matter what the 
eircumstances, there was naturally a 
strong public feeling excited. There- 
fore, a great deal of forbearance was 
required. Those whose duty it was to 
conduct an inquiry must, as far as pos- 
sible, discriminate between the allega- 
tions on the one side and those on the 
other. The first thing the attention of 
the Government was directed to was the 
action of the Resident Magistrate. He 
presumed Mr. Lewis would admit that 
in considering the conduct of the Resi- 
dent Magistrate they could not overlook 
his antecedents. He (Mr. Holmes) had 
the honour to know something of Mr. 
Harvey for a long time, and up to this 
transaction he had never heard any charge 
brought against him, although he had 
been called upon to perform his duty 
under the most trying circumstances. 
Not very long ago Mr. Harvey received 
in the discharge of his duty a veryserious 
wound, which incapacitated him from 
work for several months. It was only 
very recently he had returned to his 
post. This Resident Magistrate had 
again and again to act under very trying 
circumstances, and so far as the Govern- 
mert had been able to ascertain had 
always performed his duty in a most 
satisfactory manner; and the Govern- 
ment were satisfied that on the occasion 
in question he had performed his duty 
in endeavouring to preserve the peace 
with discretion and promptitude. Ina 
city like Derry it was obvious that at a 
time when considerable Party excite- 
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would : be danger 
in a contested election unless the greatest 
greenstone were.taken, and accordingly 
our or five days before the date fixed 
for the election a meeting of magistrates 
was held, and it was determined, with a 
view of preserving the peace, to issue a 
P ion prohibiting processions and 
band-playing in the streets of Derry on 
the day of the election. It was said that 
there was no legal authority for that 
Proclamation; but it must be admitted 
that it was unquestionably the duty of 
the magistrates to take such steps as 
they might consider necessary to pre- 
vent a breach of the peace; and as in 
their judgment processions would be 
likely to lead to collisions between rival 
parties, it would be in the power of the 
magistrates, and would, moreover, be 
their duty, to prohibit such processions. 
The Proclamation prohibiting proces- 
sions was accordingly issued, and it 
seemed to him that the Resident Magis- 
trate would have been neglecting his 
duty and incurring a very grave re- 
sponsibility had he not endeavoured to 
enforee that Proclamation. If he had, 
under the circumstances, neglected to 
carry out the Proclamation, he (Mr. 
Holmes) did not see how it would be 
possible to justify his conduct. Well, 
it was announced that a band was going 
to play in the public thoroughfares, and 
Mr. Harvey came to the conclusion that 
the action of the band was a violation 
of the Proclamation, and he accordingly 
took measures to prevent the band 
marching and playing through the 
streets. An order was given to the 
police to prevent the band playing in 
the street; but the police were under 
the command of their own officers, and 
the magistrate was not responsible for 
the manner in which they carried out 
their duties. In like manner, when the 
excitement occurred in front of the hotel, 
Mr. Harvey gave an order to clear the 
streets; but the order was carried out 
also by the police under their own offi- 
cers, and he did not think any 

of illegality or improper conduct eould 
be made out against Mr. Harvey. Resi- 
dent Magistrates in critical times were in 
a verytrying position. They hadto judge 
for theciasiens according rf the irene 
stances of each case, and they had to 
make up their minds at a moment’s 
notice, and therefore some allowance 
should be made for errors of judgment. 
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But ia this).case he (Mr..Holmes)\ did, 
not see any ground: whatever for cen- 
suring the conduct.af Mr. Harvey, who 
appeared to have acted, with great judg- 
ment and moderation throughout, and 
when he considered thetithe police were 
using unnecessary violence interfered to 
restrain, them. The Bishop. of. Derry 
and the hon. Member who had brought 
this subject. forward alleged that the 
constables were guilty.of unwarrantable 
violenge., Well, Mr. Harvey himself was 
of opinion that\some of the men used 
their truncheons, too freely; and af. it 
were possible to identify, them their 
conduct would .certainly be made the 
subject. of, inquiry. It had, however, 
been found impossible to identify them. 
Besides, a good deal of allowance must 
be made for men acting under the very 
trying circumstances in which the police 
constables, were placed when engaged 
in the endeavour to clear the streets of 
a hostile crowd ; and he was free to con- 
fess that, though he had himself seen 
policemen act with what he considered 
at the time was unnecessary violence, he 
had, on calmer reflection, come to the 
conclusion that there were not many 
men to be found who, under the circum- 
stances, would have acted differently. It 
should be remembered, in consider- 
ing a question of this sort, that, very 
often what appeared to leokers.on as 
very violent, as even unnecessary and 
brutal violenee, was, after all, by no 
means such a serious affair as it looked. 
It. in reality bore a more serious aspect 
to lookers-on than to those engaged in 
it,, At all events, such appeared to be 
the ease in respect to the action of the 
police in Derry. No doubt there was a 
violent rush of the police, who charged 
the people, and onlookers might natu- 
rally think that terrible injuries were 
being inflicted upon the crowd. But.in 
such cases as this the only way of ascer- 
taining whether or not the amount of 
violence really used was too great was 
to judge by the results, They had to 
ascertain what injuries had been in- 
flicted upon the people in the crowd. 
Well, judged in this way the conduet 
of the police at Derry could not have 
been so violent as some people alleged. 
The only serious result of the disturb- 
ance was the injury received by one 
man. This injury was much to be. re- 
gretted ; but fortunately it was only of a 
temporary character, and the individual 


Mr. Holmes 
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who suffered, it was able, to, leaye the 
‘hespital in: four, days. Having regard 
to the fact that there was.enly one.case of 
anything ageeaneenety to, serious injury, 
he was inclined to believe that the vio- 
lence alleged to have been used was not so 
great.as ivappeared to be,.; The Goyern- 
ment had come to the conclusion that it 
would be inexpedient, inadvisable, and 
indeed unjust, to pass the,,least censure 
upon the Resident, Magistrate, or apon 
the conduct of the police whilst engaged 
in carrying out the order they, received. 
Under all the circumstances, therefore, 
he thought it much better.now to let 
the matter drop. The election was over 
and the excitement was over, and there 
was no useful purpose to serve in keeping 
up the discussion. 

Mz. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and Sligo, 
8.) said, it must be admitted that the 
right hon, and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland, if, he had 
erred. in this matter at all, had erred on 
the side. of civility. He had never in 
his experience known an Attorney Gene- 
ral who wasso civil towards a man who 
had. revolted against the law and did 
his best to provoke a riot, He (Mr. 
Sexton) could not help thinking that if 
anyone on that side of the House— 
any Nationalist—had delivered excited 
speeches, and endeavoured to provoke 
the people to riot, and then had the 
immeasurable audacity to rise in his 
place in that House and denounce the 
administration of the law, which, despite 
his efforts, had succeeded in maintaining 
the peace, the right hon. aid learned 
Gentleman’s words would have par- 
taken more of the forcible; than the 
feeble strain. Some reference had been 
made to the Protestant Bishop of Derry. 
He had no desire to detract from the 
merits that might belong to him ;.but 
if, instead of being the Protestant Bishop 
of Derry, he had been a Catholic priest, 
say, na Fahy, and if instead of 
using language calculated to incite to 
breaches of the peace he had endea- 
voured to help some poor people in Ire- 
land to retain possession of their held- 
ings there; instead of being eulogized 
in that House, he would have been called 
upon, to find sureties for his good be- 
haviour under a Statute passed 500 
years ago for the better management of 
rogues and vagabonds. Well, he would 
leave, the Bishop of Derry, to obtain 
whatever satisfaction he could from the 
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contemplation of ‘his own conduct in this 


thatter.- The hon. Member for ‘Derry 
thought fit to rebuke the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the ‘Ohief: for inatten- 
tion, anid the right hon. Gentleman met 
the rebuke by walking out of the House. 
THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND “ “ Mromant  Hrexs-Beacr) 
Bristol, -W.): Iwas summoned to a 
Mr: SEXTON ‘said, he thought no 
Cabinet Council could have been so im- 
portant as to have taken him away from 
the House when the hon. Member was 
impeaching the conduct of a magistrate. 
It was,’ however, creditable to the right 
hon. Gentleman, as a respectable man, 
not to wish to be mixed up with the con- 
duct of the hon. Member for Derry on the 
6th of July. The hon. Member himself 
had not, indeed, been in any great hurry 
to justify his character or conduct. This 
affair took place on the 6th of July. 
The House met for Business on the 19th 
of August, and there had been many 
opportunities for discussion which the 
hon. Member had not tuken advantage 
of. He might have used his oppor- 
tunity in the debate on the Address. 
He put down a Motion against the Mo- 
tion that the Speaker leave the Chair; 
but he let the opportunity go by. He 
put a Motion against the Constabulary 
Votes; bat he let the opportunity go 
by. He put a Motion against the read- 
ing of the Appropriation Bill; but he 
postponed that until the last day was 
Lape ar ; and then he put the Motion in 
such a form that it was impossible for 
him to divide the House upon it. He 
left hon. Memberstojudge for themselves 
whether the hon. Member for Derry 
might have held the sneaking hope that 
he might, in the long run, have been de- 
ived of any opportunity of vindicating 
bis character ‘at all. Those Members of 
the House who knew anything of the 
eity of Derry knew that the readiest 
means of getting up a riot was to em- 
ploy a band to go into the streets and 
lay certain Party tunes. ‘Croppies 
ie Down,” ‘‘ We'll Kick the Pope 
Before Us,” or some such conciliatory 
tune, could be warranted to get up a 
riot in five minutes. Well, the city of 
Derry had been noted for riots and 
breaches of the peace, and the hon. 
Member had been equally noted as being 
the principal figure in providing ineite- 
ments to riot in that city. On the 6th 





of July there was a contested Election, 
and the hon: Member's counsel declared 
that ‘‘ the-men of Derry would wade-up 
to their ‘necks in blood”? rather than 
that a Parnellite should be returned. 
The Mayor of Derry was a friend of the 
a ee rag hi the election day 
there appeared to have been going'on a 
which was known Ay Amorica 
as “counting in!’ a candidate: The 
Mayor, in aceordance with that process, 
‘“eounted in” the hon. Member by & 
majority of 103. Well, wind having 
been got of what was going on, that 
count was called in question. A second 
count was then made, with the result of 
a tie. Of course, that was not satisfac- 
tory to the Mayor or the hon. Member, 
and a third count was instituted, when 
the hon. Member was ‘‘ counted in” 
a majority of three. The result of ail 
this manwuvring was indescribable ex- 
citement in the city. It was generally 
felt that the Mayor had been playing 
fast and loose with the voting papers, 
and the excitement under the cireum- 
stances was natural. Under these cir- 
eumstances the Proclamation prohibit- 
ing the appearance of bands of music in 
the streets was absolutely necessary if 
the peace was to be preserved. Anyone 
who knew Derry—who was not, like 
the hon. Member, a foreigner, but who 
was a native of Ireland—would know 
that the inevitable result of bringing a 
band into the street under such ciroum- 
stances of excitement to play Party 
tunes must create a riot. But those 
peculiar people, the so-called loyal ad- 
ministrators of the law, who obeyed the 
law so long only as it ministered to their 
own Party and private passions, the 
magistrates of the city, Messrs. Pollock 
and Wilde, denounced the Proclamation, 
and organized a band to go into the 
streets and play music in detiance of it. 
The hon. Member said there was no 
impact between the rival crowds; but 
there was no impact because there were 
bodies of soldiers and police between 
them. Well, the band went into the 
street, and the Resident Magistrate 
went and told the band to disperse, 
when the two magistrates named came 
up to him and abased him in the pre- 
sence of the exvited crowd. Then came 
the scene upon the steps of the hotel, 
where the hon. Member for Derry was 
shouting and gesticulating violently, and 
these guardians of the law were shakin 
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their fists at the police, and crying out 
‘¢Morley’s murderers.” Had it not 
been for a happy inspiration of his (Mr. 
Sexton’s) friend Mr. James O’Doherty, 
who at this juncture called to the Na- 
tionalists to follow him to the League 
Rooms, the result would probably have 
been very serious. When this excite- 
ment was high, the hon. Member for 
Derry went to a window and delivered 
the speech which had to-day been re- 
cited by the right hon. Member for 
Neweastle-on-Tyne. He (Mr. Sexton) 
had before challenged him across the 
floor of the House for having called the 
stipendiary magistrate a scoundrel and 
arascal. He denied it; but that was 
only a further proof of the audacity of 
the hon. Member. The report read by 
the right hon. Gentleman said that the 
hon. Member came to the window, and, 
shaking his finger, called out—‘‘ Harvey, 
you rascal, why do you not disperse the 
mob below?” He wondered how the 
hon. Member could come and impeach 
the administrator of the law, or that he 
could ask that an official inquiry should 
beheld. Well, an official inquiry would 
presently be held ; but it would be as to 
whether the hon. Member was really 
the Member for Derry at all. The only 
inquiry which, in his opinion, would 
meet the requirements of the case, would 
be one in which a Judge ora magistrate 
should be on the Bench and the hon. 
Member for Derry in the dock. He 
found the general impression amongst 
impartial persons to be that if on that 
day the hon. Member had got knocked 
on the head by a baton, or pricked 
through the rails to a moderate extent, 
he would have got what he richly de- 
served. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes 237 ; No1: 
Majority 236.—(Div. List, No. 46.) 

Main Question, ‘‘ That the Bill be now 
read the third time,” again proposed. 
MERCANTILE MARINE — SALVAGE 

LAWS — SALVAGE OF DERELICT 

VESSELS — SAILORS AND FISHER- 

MEN ON THE EAST COAST. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Notice taken, that 40 Members were 
not present; House counted, and 40 
Members being found present, 

Mason RASOH (Essex, 8.E.) said, 
that representing as he did a constitu- 

Mr. Sexton 
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ency of South Essex, largely 

of sailors and fishermen, who were ad- 
versely affected by the laws relating to 
salvage, he begged to call attention to 
Vote 27. These men exercised their 
ealling in the estuary of the Thames and 
the flats of the North Sea. On those 
flats there were great numbers of dere- 
licts; but the men were not allowed to 
claim an amount of salvage which would 
pay them for their labour. The result 
was that wrecks were not salved at all, 
that they impeded the mouth of the 
Thames, and that the loss to the owners 
was severe. He would ask whether it 
would not be possible to modify the laws 
relating to the subject so that sailors 
who effected a salvage might have 50 
instead of 30 per cent ? 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)—THE GLAS- 
GOW SCHOOL BOARD SYSTEM. 


OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. MASON (Lanark, Mid) called 
attention to the work of the School 
Board of Glasgow, with the view of 
meeting some statements which had been 
made by the hon. Member for St. Rollox 
(Mr. Caldwell) in Committee the other 
night, and which bad caused a consider- 
able amount of irritation in Glasgow. 
His hon. Friend told the Committee —— 

Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Gentleman that he is not entitled, 
when the Speaker is in the Chair, to 
refer to a speech made in Committee 
of this Session. 

Mr. MASON said, he at once bowed 
to the Speaker’s ruling. He had wished 
simply to state a few facts in connection 
with the School Board system in Glas- 

w. It had been alleged that the School 
Board were not giving effect to the 
Compulsory Clauses of the Act of 1872. 
But the records of that Board showed 
that they had had meetings with parents 
whose children were not at school, and 
that the number of children represented 
by these parents and dealt with by the 
Board was between 30,000) and 40,000, 
while at present the Board were meeting 
100 such parents every week. When 
the Act was passed the population within 
the area of the Glasgow School Board 
was calculated to be 513,000. Striking 
the average between the Registrar Ge- 
neral’s figures and those of the Sanitary 
Authorities, it was supposed that the 
population last year would not) exceed 

















538,000. Now, the number of scholars 
in attendance in 1873, the year after the 
Act was passed, was, in round numbers, 
43,000. The increase of population 
since allowed for a proportionate in- 
crease of not more than 2,500. Last 
year the number of children in attend- 
ance was 68,000; and if there was any 
error in getting up these statistics now, 
he would point out that the error would 
also be in the statistics for the former 
period, because the statistics were got 
up by the same Board and by the same 
machinery ; and, therefore, the action of 
the Compulsory Clause had resulted in 
an increase of more than 22,000 scholars 
—a result which he thought was very 
satisfactory, and which went to prove 
that the Act was being properly worked. 
He believed, moreover, that the Roman 
Catholic and other outside schools were 
securing a proportionate increase of at- 
tendance. With regard to another point 
to which reference had been made, it 
was notorious that the ratepayers of the 
City of Glasgow were those who were 
engaged in business there. They might 
live outside, but they paid the rates 
inside, and were quite entitled to send 
their children to the Board schools in 
the city. It was quite a mistake to sup- 
pose that the Board had aimed at sup- 
pressing private schools, or were cater- 
ing specially for the education of the 
middle and upper classes. In respect to 
the endowments of the City of Glasgow, 
which it was said had been taken away 
from the poorer classes, it must be borne 
in mind that they were managed under 
separate Boards entirely, and that the 
Glasgow School Board was in no way 
responsible for the altered condition of 
things if there was any grievance in 
connection therewith. He thought these 
facts showed that the Glasgow School 
Board was doing admirable work; and 
he saw no cause for complaint in con- 
nection with its management. It was a 
popularly-elected Board, and thoroughly 
under the control of the ratepayers ; 
and, therefore, he could not understand 
why there should be any ground for 
complaint. He would be very glad if 
the Secretary for Scotland could see his 
way to support a movement for im- 
proving secondary education; but, gene- 
rally speaking, he wished it to be under- 
stood that they had an admirable system 
of education in Scotland, and he did not 
think they should disturb it at present. 
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The existing system ought to be allowed 
to work itself out some’ time Jon 
before they meddled with it; and he be- 
lieved the results would show, as they 
had done in the past, a large improve- 
ment in education. In Gl w, in the 
last 35 years, the system of education 
had been greatly developed. Thousands 
of children for whom formerly there was 
no room had now abundant facilities for 
attending school, and the Compulsory 
Clause was bringing in a great num- 
ber of children who otherwise would 
get no education. The School Board of 
Glasgow was doing its work well, gen- 
tlemen of the highest position giving 
up their time for the purpose; and he 
would be sorry if an impression got 
abroad that it was thought the Scotch 
system was not what it ought to be. 
He hoped, as he had said before, that 
the Scotch Secretary would let the system 
work itself out. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox) said, he was not going to enter 
into the general question of the School 
Board system ; but he was glad the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark had an oppor- 
tunity of obtaining official information 
and endeavouring to rebut any state- 
ment that had been made on the pre- 
vious occasion. They could not, he 
understood, go back on all that had 
passed in Committee ; but he supposed 
he might refer to what he himeel } had 
said, or, at all events, repeat what he 
then said. Since the matter was dis- 
cussed, his statements had been before 
the Glasgow public and the Glas- 
gow School Board; and as the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark evidently held 
a brief for the School Board, he might 
be allowed to reply to what that hon. 
Gentleman had said. It so ha ed 
that the points which he (Mr. Caldwell) 
regarded as material had not been an- 
swered at all. What were the real 
facts? ‘They were these. That they 
had in Glasgow 91,000 children between 
5 and 13; and that there were only 
51,000 in full average attendance, while 
40,000 were daily absent. That state- 
ment had not been contradicted, and in 
face of it, it could not be said that the 
Glasgow School Board was efficiently 
carrying out the Compulsory Clauses of 
the Act. More than that, he had pointed 


out that, whereas in all Scotland they 
had 66-7 of the children between 5 and 
18 in daily average attendance, in Glas- 
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gow the percentage was only 56. Glas- 
gow, therefore, was 10 per cent below 
the whole of Scotland; and what he 
complained of was that Members of the 
Sestch Education Department came down 
and made statements that everything in 
Glasgow was highly satisfactory. e 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark had not 
contradicted the public statements made 
in that House, which, he said, were 
creating a great deal of indignation. 
Another complaint he had to make was 
that, while the Glasgow School Board 
was undoubtedly doing a great deal of 
good work, what they were doing was 
principally for the benefit of the middle 
and upper classes. In Glasgow there 
were only 1,255 children attending pri- 
vate schools who paid over 94. per week. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark said 
the Board schools were so well managed 
that they were able to undertake this 
work. But that was not the explana- 
tion. The explanation was that they 
had an unlimited local grant and a large 
Imperial grant, and with these and the 
school fees they were able to drive 
out all private competition. It wes 
not the education they gave, but 
the lavish amount of money at their 
command which enabled them to do this. 
When he made the remark that the 
middle and upper classes were receiving 
the benefit of the Board schools, the 
reply of the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark was, ‘“‘ No.” When they found, 
however, that the average attendance 
was only 56 per cent, they might be 
certain that the middle and upper class 
children would be there almost to a 
boy, and that the deficiency would be 
found among the poorer classes, which 
represented a much larger percentage 
than that of all those attending school. 
He would only say this—that if, as the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark said, the 
Glasgow School Board were doing a 
great work among the children for whom 
the Act was intended, the fact still re- 


mained that the children were not in the | ( 


schools. ‘There were a great number of 
other points to which he would like to 
refer; but he confined himself to the 
one which had been referred to, and he 
repeated that none of his statements had 
been contradicted. 

Mr. E. R. RUSSELL (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) said, he wished on’ behalf ‘of 
thé cityone division’ of which he re 
préesentéd—to thank his hon ' Friend the 

Mr. Caldwell 
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Member for Mid Lanark (Mr. Mason) 
for the protest he had made against the 
complaints which had been directed 
against the School Board. He thought 
the House would recognize in the speech 
that was delivered by the hon. Member 
for the St. Rollox Division of Glasgow 
(Mr. Caldwell) symptoms of a mind 
which was a little too much strained on 
one point, and which was hardly practi- 
cally directed to any question of material 
importance. It would be found, if the 
documents of the Glasgow School Board 
were investigeted, that the question 
which the hon. Member had brought 
before the Housé was never absent from 
the consideration of the Glasgow School 
Board, and that they did not need to be 
instructed either in what they should do 
in the matter, or in the view they should 
take of the shortcomings of their ad- 
ministration. They knew perfectly well 
they had to deal with most peculiar cir- 
cumstances—the circumstances of a 
population in which it was in the highest 
degree difficult, either by compulsion or 
other means, to obtain the regular 
attendance of considerable proportions 
of the juvenile community; and they 
were, on the whole, satisfied that they 
were doing their best. He wished ‘to 
bear testimony to the views of his eon- 
stituency that the Board had sueceeded 
as far as circumstances permitted, and 
that they had not been successfully 
accused of any deficiencies in the ma- 
chinery they applied, or in their en- 
deavours' to apply it. He trusted the 
Secretary for Scotland would continue to 
take this view of the matter, and he 
was not likely to fall into the ‘error 
which thé hon. Member for ‘the’ St. 
Rollox Division appeared to be guilty of 
—namely,' of overlooking™' thé © ‘very 
peculiar cirewmstanees of the case, and 
of applying a test and criterion to ‘the 
efficiency of the Glasgow School Board 
which was not just. 

Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
Mr. A. J. Batrovr) (Manchester, E:) 
said, that this was the last phasé of @ 
battle that had long been waged be- 
tween the hon. Member for the St. 
Rollox Division of Glasgow ‘and ’the 
School Board of that city. Tt was not 
his business ‘to pronounce on the statis- 
ties'that had been’ brouglit ' before the 
House. “He did nét know that hie had 
the materials for dealing satisfacto: 

If the School Bo: 
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had failed in their duty as much as the 


hon, Member ap to. think they 
had, he should doubt whether the De- 
partment. over which he presided had 
any power of complaint in-the matter. 
It would be sufficient for him to say— 
what the hon. Member for St. Rollox 
did not deny—that the School Board 
consisted of a most energetic, public- 
spirited, and able body of gentlemen; 
that they devoted a vast amount of their 
time and trouble to the solution of this 
great educational question; and that 
they had to deal with circumstances of 
extreme difficulty—difficulties greater 
than those that. obtained im country 
districts—with which a comparison had 
been instituted. Haying said so much 
he thought he might leave that matter 
to be diseussed by the Glasgow School 
Board when the facts and figures of the 
hon. Member for St. Rullox were. pre- 
sented to them, as he understood they 
would be, in an authenticated and com- 
plete form. There was an accusation 
against the School Board, however, on 
which he must be allowed to say a word 
or two. The hon. Member for: St. 
Rollox had told them that the School 
Board were devoting the rates to the 
education of the richer classes in the 
community. On ‘the proper. solution of 
that most difficult question he was not 
going to say anything; but he would 
remind the hon. Member that the Glas- 
gow School: Board was a popularly 
elected body, and that the working 
classes of Glasgow had it in their power 
to alter its constitution entirely.. There- 
fore, if they thought that, the public 
funds were being diverted from the use 
of the poor to the use of the rich, it 
rested with tne poor majority to. put that 
state of things right, The hon, | Mem- 
ber. for .Mid ‘Lanark .(Mr. Mason) 
referred to: the. question of secondary 
education; and he (Mr. A, J. Balfour) 
might remind him of the fact that the 
Government had quite recently taken an 
important step im this direetion by ar-, 
ranging for the Government inspection 
of secondary schools... That, he.thought,. 
was-a great. step in adyanee., The sub-, 
ject was one that must attract the atten- 
tion of the Scotch Minister for Educa- 
tion;.and ‘he could assure the House it 
was one of those subjects; to which he 
oie himself .as far jas pos-| 
si jyitatias ay if + Blehbd 
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ARMY—CHARGES AGAINST THE ORD- - 
NANCE DEPARTMENT. 
OBSERVATIONS. 


Sm HENRY TYLER (Great Yar- 
mouth), who had the following Notice 
on the Paper :— 

“To move, That it is mere to appeint a 
Royal Commission, with full power to take evi- 
dence, to afford protection to witnesses, and to 
report on all matters that may be referred to 
them in connection with the charges which 
have been so constantly and so persistently 
brought! forward against certain branches of 
the War Department,’’ 
said, the powers which he now asked 
for had been conferred with. great ad- 
vantage upon previous Commissions, as, 
for example, various Election Petitions, 
and the Sheffield Commission, which 
was. appointed to inquire jinto the 
infamous practices known as ‘ratten- 
ing,” which disgraced that town some 
years ago. There were cases, he con- 
tended, in which the powers conveyed 
by his Motion were absolutely neces- 
sary; and surely the case to imquire 
into the charges against the War De- 
partment was one in point. It was 
always desirable to possess such powers 
when an inquiry was being made into 
alleged official or other corruption. He 
was very far from suggesting that the 
charges of this nature which had been 
brought against the War Department 
were true; but he eould imagine cases, 
such as those of contractors and others 
whose dealings were impugned, in which 
full and satisfactory inquiry could not 
be made unless those powers were con- 
ferred. .It could not be expected that 
any contractor would come forward and 
give evidence without being first assured, 
under proper conditions, of protection. 
Therefore, for the sake of having a full 
inquiry, it was absolutely necessary that 
the Commission appointed to investigate 
the charges made i the. War 

Department should be endowed with 
powers of this description. Again, 
everyone who had been engaged in such 
| inquiries knew the enormous difficulty 
sometimes experienced in obtaining the 
truth without taking evidence on oath. 
It was not necessary, at all times to ad- 
minister the oath; but the fact that it 
could be administered when the neces- 
sity arose would greatly strengthen the 
hands of the Commission; He, there- 


fore, contended that the Commission 





should be endowed with the power 
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taking evidence on oath if they deemed 
it necessary. He apprehended that the 
Secretary of State for War, in appointing 
the Commission, had absolute faith in the 
discretion and judgment of its Members. 
If that were so, why should the right 
hon. Gentleman object to conferring 
the powers asked for in the Resolution ? 
An eminent Judge had been appointed 
to serve as Chairman of the Commission, 
and he (Sir Henry Tyler) thought that 
the refusal to give these powers would 
be thought to imply some distrust in 
that high functionary, and in the Oom- 
mission itself. Surely the right hon. 
Gentleman was not afraid of the Com- 
mission a this discretionary 
power. If the powers to protect wit- 
nesses and to examine witnesses on oath 
were not given, would it not be possible 
to place it in the power of those who 
brought the charges to say, afterwards, 
that they had not had fair play on the 
Commission ? Would they not say that 
they were unable to bring forward their 
charges, that and they had noopportunity 
of proving their case? Therefore, he held 
that it was desirable that if they had 
a case it should be inquired into fully 
and thoroughly. Though, of course, 
he did not know of his own knowledge 
what position those who made allega- 
tions were in with regard to proof, at 
all events he considered they should be 
afforded an opportunity of proving their 
case; and if they were unable to prove 
it, then let them be hanged upon the 
highest moral gibbet that could be pro- 
vided for them. The charges made 
were twofold. First, it was alleged that 
the Government had provided inefficient 
warlike supplies and stores; and if this 
were the case, as there was too much 
reason to fear, it was only right that 
the attention of the Department should 
be called to the fact, so that the Adminis- 
tration might be improved. He was 
afraid that in the near future they might 
have wars of a serious nature. There 
were clouds arising in the East of a most 
threatening character. How could we 
expect our soldiers and sailors to fight 
to the best advantage without having 
trusty weapons, proper food, and suit- 
able provision? How could we expect 
great results from our Navy if the guns 
with which it was armed were more dan- 

us to those standing at their side or 

ind them than they were to those in 
front of them? How could our soldiers 


Sir Henry Tyler 
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make the best use of their weapons if 
the projectiles with which they were 
loaded ‘‘jammed” in action? How 
could our Cavalry be well mounted un- 
less they were supplied with saddles 
or other equipment of good materials 
and approved pattern? He had no 
doubt most hon. Members had read the 
report of the scandalous neglect which 
had occurred during the Egyptian Cam- 

ign, when it was proved before a Par- 
iamentary Committee that the hay sup- 
plied was rotten and useless, and was 
full of bricks, stones, old iron, and wisps 
of straw; the flour supplied would not 
make good bread; and out of £13,900 
paid for flour there was a loss amount- 
ing to £5,476. Those were matters 
into which there should be a full and 
impartial inquiry; but that inquiry 
could not be satisfactory unless the 
Royal Commission which he asked for 
were endowed with the powers set 
forth in his Motion, and which he now 
asked his right hon. Friend the Secre- 
tary of State for War to grant. He (Sir 
Henry Tyler) did not think that there 
could be a more unsatisfactory Report 
than that which emanated from so emi- 
nent a set of men as those who reported 
into the causes which led to the bursting 
of the Cotlingwood gun. A more un- 
satisfactory Report he had never read. 
Indeed, it was what might be called a 
reductio ad absurdum Report. If that Re- 
port were to be relied upon and de- 
pended upon, it would. lead to the ap- 
prehension that there was not a gun 
now in the Navy which was suitable for 
the service. However, he thought he had 
shown cause enough why the complaints 
and charges which had been made should 
be thoroughly investigated and fully 
threshed out. He, for one,: until the 
serious charges of corruption that had 
been made had been proved, would not 
believe them. He was: much: struck 
with the statement made the other night 
by the late Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Campbell-Bannerman) to the effect 
that when he was in Office he had been 
pestered by the officers of the War De- 
partment to allow such an inquiry to be 
undertaken, and he could quite under- 
stand that any Department against which 
such serious charges had been made 
ought to be willing and anxious to sub- 
mit to a full and satisfactory investiga- 
tion in order to clear itself; and if this 
were fairly done it would have the effect, 
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on disproof of the charges, of throwing 
oblequy upon those who had ventured 
to make statements which were proved 
untrue. Unless the Commission to be 
pointed were granted the full powers 
he asked for, he felt convinced that its 
limited powers and authority must de- 
prive it of the great weight which it 
ought to have. He thought that the 
Minister for War should, for this reason, 
grant a full and éearehing inquiry ; 
and if this were conceded the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War would not be pestered to the ex- 
tent he now was for complete and tao- 
rough investigation. It was necessary, 
in the interest of the country and of the 
Service and of the Department involved, 
that the inquiry should take place with- 
out delay, and that the Commission 
should not have to wait for another 
Session to ask for further powers. Let 
there be no desire whatever to conceal 
the truth; and in order to prevent all 
suspicion of this the Minister for War 
should make certain that the inquiry 
about to be held should be a full, fair, 
and impartial inquiry, so that it might 
be admitted afterwards with universal 
consent that justice had been done. 

Mr. WADDY (Lincolnshire, Brigg) 
said, he desired to. add a few words to 
what had been said in support of a 
thorough inquiry by the Royal Oom- 
mission on Military Administration. The 
real state of the matter did not appear 
to be thoroughly appreciated by those 
who had authority to deal with it. . The 
Government were not at all meeting the 
case which had been brought before the 
public and the House by calling upon 
the gallant officer whose name had beea 
mentioned to take upon himself. the 
burden of making a public attack upon 
certain persons who he believed ought 
to be assailed.. It was a task of the 
highest chivalry to attack what was be- 
lieved to be an almost organized band 
of corruptors, and a man might very 
well be excused from undertaking such a 
task. He had never seen Colonel Hope 
till the other day, when he desired to 
find out the real charges that had been 
made. That distinguished officer had 
made public charges of corruption, con- 
spiracy, and favouritism, and he had 
put them in the form of a statutory de- 
claration.. It was alleged to be the con- 
sequence of this corruption that:we had 


cartridges jammed, bayonets that. bent, 
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and swords that broke and would not 
cut. It was vital to the public interests 
that we should get at the bottom of the 
matter. It was said the charges were 
not sufficiently definite; but nothing 
could be more definite than the charges 
of corruption, favouritism, and con- 
spiracy. They were face to face with 
this. Charges of a grave character were 
made; and they were told by Colonel 
Hope that if a Commission were ap- 
pointed, with power to grant certifieates 
of indemnity, he would undertake to 
prove the facts from the mouths of un- 
willing witnesses. The answer which 
the Government gave to that was that 
they would give a Commission, but not 
a Commission with the necessary powers. 
That was a kind of thing that could not 
be allowed to go on. There would. be 
plenty of time during the coming Vaca- 
tion, short though it might be, to earry 
on the inquiry by a Commission having 
proper powers. Charges had been flung 
broadcast by Colonel Hope, whieh, if 
they could not be justified, ought to 
cause him to be held up, not merely to 
ridicule, but almost to public infamy. 
But to ask a private individual to fight 
single-handed with these charges against 
high-placed officials who were not made 
known to the country or the Govern- 
ment was to ask something which in 
these days even the most chivalrous 
might be excused from undertaking. 
If. the Government did not give the 
Commission the necessary powers to in- 
vestigate these charges they would be 
charged. with burking the inquiry, 
though he was sure there was no such 
intention ou their part. They would be 
charged with stifling an inquiry which 
was of the most vital importance to the 
country. What he appealed to the Go- 
vernment to do was to adopt the same 
machinery that had been adopted in the 
case of Sheffield, and that was. still in 
force at, the hearing of Election Peti- 
tions, in order, to get at the bottom of 
these terrible charges—charges so vital 
to the country. 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL. (Sir 
Ricard Wessrer), (Isle of . Wight) 
asked the House to allow him, in a few 
words, to put before them a true state- 
ment of facts in this matter, and to point 
out how extraordinary and utterly un- 
precedented was the demand now made 
upon the Government in reference to the 
Royal Commission. . The demand made 
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was that powers should be given to this 
Royal Commission, in addition to the 
ee of summoning witnesses, to in- 

emnify the witnesses against their own 
misconduct which they might disclose. 
That power was only given in the rarest 
cases. It was only under the most ex- 
ceptional circumstances and in: the 
strongest possible case that any such 
powers ought to be given ; and he 
would point out to the hon. and learned 
Member who had just spoken that he 
had failed absolutely toshowthe slightest 
ground for inducing the Government to 
give such powers to the Commission in 
this case. With regard to the prece- 
dent of the Sheffield Commission, the 
case was one where during 20 years 
outrages had been going on against 
working men, and both masters and 
workmen combined together to ask Par- 
liament for these special powers, and 
they were only granted after strong pro- 
test in both Houses. They were granted 
not to protect misconduet in the past, 
but to prevent outrages in the future. 
In the case, also, of Election Petitions the 
powers were given for the purpose of 
insuring purity of election in the future 
in the particular towns concerned. He 
could say, without fear of contradiction, 
that there was no case in which such an 
indemnity had been asked for or granted, 
except where there had been sound and 
substantial grounds laid before Parlia- 
ment of existing and known evils which 
could only be met and dealt with by 
the machinery of a Commission having 
such powers. He only wished that: the 
hon. and learned Member had taken a 
little: more pains to find out from Colonel 
Hope what the real gist of the case made 
by these three gentlemen was. Instead 
of there being before the Government 
any allegation showing that this whole- 
sale corruption and conspiracy existed, 
or anything to justify them in putting 
men who had been 25 years in the Ser- 
vice upon their trial, three men, and 
three only—Mr. Armit, Colonel Hope, 
and Mr. Lynall Thomas—had, in Me- 
morials which he might, without dis- 
closing anything, say were singularly 
alike, alleged in general terms that this 
corruption and this conspiracy existed. 
Acting on the advice of the Solicitor Ge- 
neral and himself, the Seeretary of State 
for War had stated to these gentlemen. 
that if they would in 60: nee give 
name, dete, and circumstance, he would 


Sir Richard Webster 


{COMMONS} 
undertake to investigate the matter him-. 
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self. The Government required no one 
to push them on in this matter. What 
was the answer received? These gentle- 
men, who had been so willing at no risk 
to themselves to bandy about these kind 
of eharges, had declined to do so, because 
the information was only communicated 
to them on condition that they would 
not disclose it except to a Royal Com- 
mission possessing the power to in- 
demnify' the witnesses. Would. the 
House, for a moment, be justified. in 
paying ‘attention to charges so made 
against well-tried servants who had 
served under successive Secretaries of 
State for War? He thought that any 
Government would be justified in saying 
that they declined to take this extra- 
ordinary step—a step which was. only 
justified under circumstances of the 
greatest necessity—without having be- 
fore them that primd facie case, that evi- 
dence which would justify any lawyer in 
framing acharge. There was nothing in 
any une of these allegations which could 
have enabled any charge to be framed, 
either civil or criminal, against the per- 
sons supposed to be implicated. Colonel 
Hope had the remedy in his own hands. 
That gentleman was able to put. the 
people. of this country in possession’ of 
what he had made known to the Seere- 
tary of State for War. He had, how- 
ever, a shrewd suspicion that Colonel 
Hope, who had, through the hon. and 
learned Gentleman, stated that he was 
not prepared to carry on this fight single- 
handed, was desirous to get tiese'state- 
ments made through a Government offi- 
cial, so that a plea of privilege could be 
set up, and that he dared, mot place his 
charges! before his countrymen, though 
he. had’ been. willing enough to send 
them through secret channels, where 
they would not be made public: | It 
was perfectly well known. that some 
of the transactions referred to happened 
as far back as 25 years ago—transac- 
tions whieh, as. was also kuowpn, had 
been. inquired into at) the time, and 
had beea found to furnish no facts upon 
which the Government could proceed. 
Three ~ gentlemen, -had ,made these 
charges: First, there was, Mr. Armit. 
The Heuse knew that at this moment 
there was an action for libel pending in 
which the, firm, of Sir William, Arm- 
strong | were. plaintiffs, and. Mr. Armit 
the defendant,/and in- which the sub- 
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stantial matter of the charges was to be 
the subject of discussion. With regard 
to Mr. Lynall ‘Thomas, it was well 
known to the House that he was a 
gentleman who had a grievance against 
the Government for a great many years, 
which he had made the subject of a 
petition of ‘right before Chief Baron 
Kelly and a special jury, and the Courts 
of Law had decided againsthim. In the 
case of Colonel Hope, also, it was com- 
mon knowledge that he was one of those 
gentlemen who considered that he had 
been hardly treated by the Department 
because it had not adopted his gun. He 
ventured to think that when this matter 
came to be inquired into there would 
not be much difficulty in the Royal Com- 
mission getting at the real truth. It 
had been stated that the proposed in- 
quiry would be absolutely abortive un- 
less the indemnity asked for was given. 
Why the hon. Members had made thatas- 
sertion, and on what grounds, he was at 
a loss to conceive, because they both 
said that they had no knowledge of the 
charges. But if a tithe of what Colonel 
Hope put into general language—such 
as ‘‘ wholesale conspiracy,”’ “ organized 
band of corruptors,” and ‘‘ conspiracy 
between the highest officials ”*—existed, 
the Royal Commission would have no 
difficulty whatever in finding the facts 
out. The Government had, moreover, 
provided against any possibility of a mis- 
carriage of justice. By the terms of the 
Commission an express direction had 
been given that if the Commissioners 
found that they could not get ‘at’ the 
truth and desired to have further 
powers they were to apply to the Go- 
vernment ‘to give them. One of the 
ablest Judges on the Bench had charge 
of the matter ; ‘and if. case should arise 
in which a witness’ refused to give evi- 
dence which might incriminate him, 
there might be the ‘colour of a founda- 
tion for granting the special powers 
asked for. Full ers could be given 
without an Act of Parliament, although, 
of course, a Royal Commission could not 
commit for contempt. He ventured to 
say that those responsible in the matter, 
and particularly the Secretary of State 
for War, had gone to the fullest extent, 
under the circumstances, having’ re- 
gard to the vague charges which "had: 
been‘ made. The Government’ had 
not issued ‘the Commission | to’ Colonel { 





Hope.’ It had issued” the: Oommis- 
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sion because the Government recog- 
nized the existence of a state of thin 
which ealled for inquiry; it was certain 
that some guns burst and that some 
stores were not satisfactory. It had, 
therefore, been determined early in the 
Session that there should be the fullest 
investigation. He only wished that the 
hon. and gallant and the hon. and 
learned Members who had spoken had 
the same knowledge of the facts of the 
ease as had the Government. He only 
hoped that the House and the country 
might have an opportunity of judging of 
the nature of the charges made, and of 
the language in which those charges 
were couched. He must say, what the 
Seeretary of State for War had said more 
than once, that it would be very strange 
if Colonel Hope, having made it a condi- 
tion that the document should be re- 
turned on the 10th of September, were 
to put it in his pocket and let nothing 
more be heard about it. If Colonel 
Hope made these charges he must bear 
the penalty. It was only fair that any- 
one who made such charges should bear 
the penalty. The outside that the Go- 
vernment could do was to give an oppor- 
tunity to persons to bring forward thei 
complaints before the Royal Commis- 
sion ; but they could not go out of their 
way to libel servants, against whom they 
knew nothing, for the purpose of pro- 
tecting those who stabbed in the dark. 
It would be an abuse of their power, and, 
in fact, unprecedented, to grant the Com- 
mission power to indemnify witnesses. 
He was sure the’ hon. Gentlemen who 
had brought this subject forward had no 
other object in view than that it might 
be fully and fairly understoud by the 
tees. but -he must repeat that no 
urther steps could be taken as long as 
men declined to give names and circum- 
stances connected with the charge. 


LAW AND JUSTICE (IRELAND)—IMPRI- 
SONMENT OF FATHER FAHY. 


OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said; he felt 
it his duty again to call the attention of 
the House to the case of Father Pahy, 
who was lying in’ prison without trial 
by the direct action of the Attorney 
General for Ireland. He believed that 
vA sme Fek on dA ae of the 
charges * met him ‘as a 
man in that House. He must say that: 
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the right hon. and learned Gentleman 


had on a former occasion treated him 
with scant courtesy when he asked what 
steps he had taken to ascertain the facts. 
The right hon..and learned Gentleman 
said he had taken none, but had acted 
on the information of Mr. Lewis. The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman had 
also stated that he had no jurisdiction, 
and that it was a simple case for the 
magistrates to adjudicate upon of their 
own free will. But the fact was there 
never was a person committed to gaol 
in Ireland under the Act of Edward IIL., 
except by the direct action of the autho- 
rities in Dublin without consulting the 
Resident Magistrates on the question of 
bail at all. That was a matter of noto- 
riety. The magistrates were never left 
to their own discretion in such matters, 
and he was astonished at the Attorney 
General for Ireland attempting to mis- 
lead the House. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman admitted that Father 
Fahy had been sent to gaol owing to 
the pressure of Mr. Blake, the Sessional 
Crown Prosecutor for Galway, who was 
also Mr. Lewie’s private law agent. He 
was the man who proceeded against the 
very tenants whom Father Fahy was 
trying to get terms for. And what se- 
curity had the people there that this 
was not a conspiracy—as he believed it 
was a conspiracy—entered into between 
Mr. Lewis and his own private law 
agent, who was, at thesame time, agent 
for the Attorney General as Sessional 
Crown Prosecutor? A more scandalous 
travesty of justice could not be imagined. 


Father Fahy denied that he had said a; 


single word about dynamite. He had 
received the following telegram from 
the rev. gentleman yesterday in reply to 
a question as to whether any evidence 
was brought against him :-— 

“No evidence whatever was brought. I 
absolutely deny using tlhe language imputed. 
It is a baseless fabrication. Blake tried to 
have me sent to gaol, and Blake is Lewis’s 
private law agent.”’ 


He had also a telegram from Father 
Fahy’s solicitor saying the same thing, 
and he had confirmation of that: fact 
from several other sources. The facts 
were very simple. The rule was taken 
by direction of the Castle at the solicita- 
tion of Mr. Lewis, whose law agent 


overruled the discretion of the magis- | 


trates, and no attempt was made by the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman to 


Mr. Dillon 
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inquire into the truth of the charge. 
What he wanted to know was whether 
this unfortunate man was to be left in 
gaol for six months without trial on a 
charge which he asserted to be false—a 
trumped-upconspiracy between the land- 
lord and his private law agent, and was 
no investigation to be held and no jus- 
tice done ? 

Tut ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Hotmes) (Dublin Uni- 
versity) said, he hoped that hon. Mem- 
bers would acquit him of discourtesy if 
he declined to re-enter at length into this 
case. The House was aware that it had 
been discussed three times already, and 
at very considerable length on the Esti- 
mates, and on that occasion he had 
made four speeches on this very subject. 
The statement which he made then was 
the only statement which he could make 
now. That statement was the founda- 
tion of this prosecution, and he assured 
the House that he had acted in the case 
as it had been the custom for every 
Public Prosecutor to act in similar cir- 
cumstances. Every prosecution was 
based upon a complaint made by the 
person whoconsidered himself aggrieved. 
Having ascertained that there was a 
primd facie case against Father Fahy, 
he instructed the Sessional Crown Soli- 
citor, the only officer he could employ, 
to proceed in the ordinary manner. 

Mr, DILLON said, the Crown Soli- 
citor pressed for a rule of bail in opposi- 
tion to the express wish of the presiding 
magistrate. 

Mr. HOLMES replied, that the case 
was not one of bail in the ordinary sense 
of the word, and it was perfectly well 
known that when a case was not re- 
turned for trial the Crown Solicitor 
could only act in one way. In this case 
Father Fahy was not returned for trial. 
[An hon. Memszr: Why?] Why, it 
might be that he was perfectly justified 
in not giving bail; but the Crown did 
not oppose an application for bail. On 
the contrary, the Crown invited Father 
Fahy to give bail, and he refused to do 
so. The case had been heard in the 
ordinary way, and, a decision havin 
been given, the Attorney General ha 
no more power to interfere than was 
mang by any other Member of that 

ouse. 

Mr. SHAW LEFEVRE (Bradford, 
Central) said, he quite agreed that this 
was a question now rather for the Go- 
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vernment than for the Public Prosecutor. 
The case really was one which the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland must deal with, 
because it involved the Prerogative of 
the Crown. This was a matter in which 
there was a very strong feeling, not only 
among Members below the Gangway, 
but also among many Members sitting 
above the Gangway. He had. looked 
into the case, and he had come strongly 
to the conviction that gross injustice had 
been done. No English lawyer, no 
English magistrate, no English gen- 
tleman could look into this case without 
coming to the same conclusion. If a 
case of this kind were to oceur in Eng- 
land, and if an English clergyman in 
such circumstances was sent to prison 
upon the evidence of a gentleman as to 
what took place in private between 
them, and if this clergyman was dealt 
with as Father Fahy had been dealt 
with, he ventured to say that there 
would be the strongest indignation felt 
throughout the country, and that the 
Government would be compelled to in- 
terfere in the matter. The facts of the 
case were very simple. The case all 
turned upon what took place at a private 
meeting between Father Fahy and Mr. 
Lewis, There was no corroborative 
evidence of what took place and what 
either of them said on the occasion. 
Father Fahy absolutely denied that he 
used any language of the kind imputed 
te him. In Court, Mr. Lewis was 
allowed to give evidence; but Father 
Fahy was not able to give evidence on 
oath, and Mr. Lewis’s evidence was not 
corroborated in any single particular. 
It was said that the Crown Solicitor 
exercised undue pressure to induce the 
magistrate to order Father Fahy to give 
bail for his good behaviour. It was also 
said that this solicitor acted as agent for 
Mr. Lewis, and was, therefore, interested 
personally in the matter. He had no 
desire to make an imputation of that 
kind in a case in which he had no know- 
ledge whatever of the parties, and it 
would be most improper for him to 
make any observations upon the charge; 
but it was most unfortunate that there 
should be that relation between Mr. 
Lewis and the Crown Solicitor, because 
it gave rise to imputations which might 
have nofoundation. Father Fahy could 
be let out of prison by giving bail; buthe 
naturally said that if he took that course 
it-would be to admit the justice of the 
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charge made against him, and, therefore, 
he declined totake thatcourse. He was 
very much struck by what Father Fahy 
said to the representative of a Dublin 
newspaper, who interviewed hin—‘‘ He 
said if he gave bail he would be tacitly 
admitting the truth of thecharge against 
him; he would be admitting that his 
defence was a falsehood ; he would be 
damaging his character as a minister 
of religion ; and he would be sacrificing 
the truth in order to escape from prison.” 
That was the language of an honourable 
gentleman, and he ventured to think 
that any honourable gentleman would 
take precisely the same position, and 
would decline to give bail. If he did 
otherwise he would be admitting that he 
committed a very serious offence. [ Cries 
of *‘No, no!” } Some hon. Gentlemen 
said ‘‘No.”” He ventured to ask hon. 
Gentlemen present whether they would 
not take thes ame course? He could 
not but think that the Government, in 
view of this whole case, would be acting 
wisely in releasing Father Fahy. Unless 
they did so he would be in prison six 
months, for he could not now admit he 
was wrong. He was quite sure that 
the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, who, when he sat below the 
Gangway, interested himself in cases 
of this kind, would, if he had been 
sitting there now, have brought this 
question before the House, and ex- 
pressed an opinion as strong as that 
which he had expressed. He would 
only add, in conclusion, that it was his 
conviction that an injustice had been 
done, and that the Government would 
do well, in deference to the opinion of the 
Irish Members, to release Father Fahy. 

Mr. ©. LEWIS (Londonderry) said, 
he hoped that the Government would not 
signalize the last day of the Session by 
perpetrating such an act of weakness 
as that to which they were invited. 
[ Cries of **Order!’] 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle- 
man has spoken already on the Main 
Question. 

Mr. SEXTON (Belfast, W., and 
Sligo, 8.) said, the Irish Members 
were thankful to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman above the Gangway (Mr. Shaw 
Lefevre) for the publie spirit which 
had led him to bring the weight of his 
authority and his powerful advoeacy to 
bear upon the present case in the inte- 
rest of justice. The right hon. and 
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learned Gentleman the: Gene- 
val for Ireland had that this 
was the third time that this matter had 
been brought: before. the House. ‘If ‘it 
was not going ‘to oveupy the time of 
the House more than three times the 
reason was that the House rose that day. 
At every Sitting when they were able'to 
return to this question they would return 
to it as often as the Rules of the House 
allowed them. It would be discussed 
not only for three, but for 33 times, and 
Father Fahy would prove to be the most 
ineonvenient prisoner the Irish Govern- 
ment ever had. Not only next Session, 
but the next again and succeeding Ses- 
sions, he would prove the worst prisoner 
the Government ever had. The right 
hon. and learned Gentleman complained 
of the number of speeches he had made ; 
but they certainly had not improved in 
clearness or cogency with their repeti- 
tion. What they wanted the Govern- 
ment to consider was whether or not 
they should exercise the Prerogative of 
the Crown in the case of Father Fahy, 
and release him from prison; and for 
that purpose he appealed to the noble 
Lord the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Taz CHANCELLOR or rut EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotpn CuvurcHitt) 
(Paddington, 8.) said, he was informed 
that no Memorial had been sent to the 
Lord Lieutenant asking for Father 
Fahy’s release. 

Mr. SEXTON, continuing, said, he 
did not think any Memorial would be 
sent. Father Fahy interfered in this 
case in the interest of peace between 
landlord and tenant; and he appealed 
to the noble Lord whether the action of 
a priest in endeavouring to promote good 
feeling was not deserving of the sympa- 
thetic attention of the Government ? 
The rev. gentleman’s only object was to 
secure peace in his district, and on two 
previous occasions he had used his in- 
fluence in the same cause. He believed 
that if Mr. Lewis had himself taken out 
the summons against Father Fahy an 
amicable settlement of the dispute would 
have been arrived at. He was led to 
entertain that belief in consequence of 
the remarks that had fallen from the 
Bench, But no; Mephistopheles stepped 
in in the person of the Crown Prose- 
eutor, who took out the summons. The 
magistrates were not allowed to exercise 
their judgment upon the question of the 
guilt or innocence of Father Fahy. They 


Mr. Sexton 
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were bound hand and foot. : The respon 
sible agent of the Grown called upon 
them not to commit the defendant for 
trial, but to force him to give: bail under 
the almost obsolete Statute of Kdward 
Ill. The language ascribed-to Father 
Fahy was cértaily of a grave nature. 
If: he had admitted that he had used 
such language not a man on the Irish 
Benches would have risen up im his de- 
fence or against his sentence. But he 
did not admit it. He publiely pledged 
his faith as a clergyman that he did not 
use any such language; and any lan- 
guage that might have been considered 
offensive he publicly, by his solicitor, 
apologized for in Court. He did not 
imagine that it was possible for Father 
Fahy to do anything more than that. If 
the question was not six months’ im- 
prisonment, but if it was a question 
whether Father Fahy, by bending to 
this decision and giving bail would 
escape the scaffold, he stated his solemn 
impression that Father Fahy would 
mount the scaffold and die rather than 
do it. What position would he be in if 
he did? If he gave bail, he admitted 
that the demand for bail was a just one, 
and he posted himself in everyman’s sight 
asa liar. The demand of the Govern- 
ment practically was that Father Fahy 
must suffer imprisonment for six months, 
or that he must declare himself a liar, un- 
frock himself,and expel himself from Holy 
Orders. {Ministerial cries of ‘No, no!” 
If the Catholic Members opposite woul 
be satisfied with the administration of a 
— who had so disgraced himself, the 
rish Catholics never would. One word 
on the question of public policy. Priests 
like Father Fahy had in the past been 
the main force at the back of every Go- 
vernment in Ireland. The House was 
breaking up that day, and the Chief 
Secretary last night hinted that it might 
be necessary to call Parliament together 
early for the purpose of considering 
measures of coercion. Was that to be 
the last word of the Government this 
Session? One word from the noble Lord 
opposite would induce the Lord Lieu- 
tenant to look into this case. Would he 
forbear to speak that word? Did he 
not know that the only hope, under God, 
of the tenants was the intervention of 
men like Father Fahy to calm the 
people? Would he set this hideous 
example of the punishment of a priest 
before the people of Ireland? Would he 
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set, the, stern, the! fatal lesson that the 
man who, veatured into a, landlord’s 
house) for the. purpose of procuriag an 
arrangement. in the interests of e 
between landlord and tenant was. liable 
to be sent to. gaol for.six months unless 
he admitted,that he, had been, guilty of 
blameabdle conduct and found bail for his 
good behabiour? , Sueh.a situation wes 
intolerable, He regarded the situation 
with \the gravest .fear and, apprehen- 
sion. . The \yery| landlords themselves 
had calmed down; the,eviction campaign 
had been suspended. , There seemed to 
be a prospect of peace if the Government 
would frankly and courageously take 
this ease {inte consideration, and help 
them, in the name-of, Heaven, to keep 
the people under .control, whieh they 
would do unless they, were determined 
to pursue a policy of sinister exaspera- 
tion. If that was the idea of the Go- 
verpment he had nothing more to say. 
If that was the idea of the Government 
they were going the most effectual way 
about it; but if, in the recesses of their 
hearts, they had any hope thatthe peace 
would be maintained in Ireland during 
the coming winter, he begged of them 
in the name of common sense to take the 
case of Father Fahy into consideration. 
He wished, in conclusion, to put a ques- 
tion to the noble Lord in reference to the 
Royal Hospital at Belfast. Supply was 
through ; the Appropriation Bill was on 
the point of passing into law, and he 
thought he had a right to complain that, 
notwithstanding the frank statement of 
the noble Lord when he called attention 
to this case on. a, former occasion, no 
Supplementary Estimate had been pre- 
sented. He asked that a grant of £800, 
the sum spent by the hospital managers 
in consequence of the riots, which were 
in the nature of a publie calamity, 
should be given to this hospital out of 
Imperial funds. 

Mr. OLANCY (Dublin Oo., N.) said, 
he thought it was perfectly plain, from 
the attitude of the Government, that 
Father Fahy was in prison in pursuance 
of an arranged poliey. It also seemed 
to him that Father Fahy was invited to 
Mr. Lewis’s house solely for the pur- 
pose of getting up @ case against him. 
That was the only conclusion they could 
come to when they reflected that Father 
Fahy was a man to be believed, and 
that Mr. Lewis was not a man to be be- 
lieved. They heard last night that the 
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lated the possibili 
of meeting Parliament at) an. earlier 


ther coercive, legislation for Ireland. 
The, action of the Government. with re- 


gard to Father Fahy, was but a preli- 


minary canter. If that was so he might 
warn the Government that; their prisons 
were too small, for they were going back 
to. the old. practice of imprisoning the 
most honest andthe most respectable 
men. in Ireland; The Representatives of 
the Irish people defied the Government, 
and challenged them to go on and work 
out their policy of immuring them in 
prison. Moreover, they could point 
with the utmost confidence to the result 
of that policy. It had failed before, and 
would fail again. The Attorney General 
for Ireland had complained of the num- 
ber of times that this matter had been 
discussed ; but the Irish Members had 
a perfect right to discuss the affairs of 
their country as often and as fully as 
they liked, and the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman himself ought to 
apologize for occupying his present posi- 
tion with so little knowledge of the 
country. He hoped that when the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman recovered 
his senses—when he recovered self-pos- 
session from the irritation under which 
he had been suffering, he hoped the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman would, 
in his better nature, reflect on the mat- 
ter, and that he would give an assur- 
ance to the House that it would receive 
more fayourable consideration. ‘ At any 
rate, it was but right that Members 
should warn him of the consequences 
which his poliey involved. 

Mr. PICTON (Leicester) said, it 
seemed to him that the Government 
were animated by a sort of heroic zeal 
to prove that they made no distinction 
between priest and peasant. That was 
a very virtuous position to take up; but 
it was unfortunate for Father Fahy 
that the proof should be made on his 
person if he were entirely innocent of 
the charge laid at his door. He sup- 
posed that, as the Radical Member for 
the borough of Leicester, he was as 
little inelined to make a distinction be- 
tween priest and peasant as the Tory 
Member fer Mid Leicestershire (Mr. 
De Lisle); but his principles on. that 

int led him to desire that equal 
justice should be done, and he was 
sure, so far as the evidence had 
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gone, that justice’had wot been’ done ih 
thie ease. ‘There ‘was une point which | 
had not ' been sufficiently insisted npon, 
and’ it was that ‘the very ‘nature ° of 
the sentence pronounced ‘showed that 
the Bench | of Magistrates did not 6n- 
tirely believe the testimony that ‘was 

iven. ‘They 'weré told ‘that’ Father 

ahy had ge er threatened Mr. 
Lewis that his house would be blown 
up with dynamite, and’ that the’ rev. 
gentleman had added that he should 
feel it his-duty to denoude Mr. Lewis 
from the altar. \ If the Bench of Magis- 
trates believed fully this'testimony, did 
they do their duty in merely calling upon 
Father Fahy to find bail? If true, did 
not Father Fahy’s words amount practi- 
cally to a threat to murder; and if a 
man made a threat to murder, was it 
sufficient to call upon him to find bail? 
Besides, was Father Fahy’s evidence of 
no account? This was one of the cases 
which showed how much we stood in 
need of an alteration of the law in ré- 
spect to criminal cases. When men en- 
tered into an altercation and got into a 
passion things were often alleged to 
have been said that really were not, and 
certainly Mr. Lewis’s account ought not 
to have been accepted without any cor- 
roboration. Father Fahy indignantly 
rejected the charge brought against 
him ; so it came to this—that the’ testi- 
mony of one man who was o to 
hin was to be taken, while the word of 
the priest was to be rejected, and he 
was to be treated asa liar. It was said 
that no injustice had been done, because 
Father Fahy could obtain his liberty by 
giving bail.- But if’ Father Pahy had 
given bail he would practically have ad- 
mitted his guilt. ‘Although ‘he (Mr. 
Picton) did not profess to have’ very 
much sympathy with priests of any 
kind, he was heartily glad Father Fahy 
had had the manliness to refuse to take 
any such course. He hoped the Go- 
vernment would yet reconsider the case, 
and he could not help having some ex- 
pectation that they would. It was said 
by the noble Lord the Leader of the 
House that no Memorial had yet been 
received in favour of Father Fahy. He 
(Mr. Picton) hoped it was not impos- 
sible that some Memorial might be 'pre- 
sented. If Irish Members objected to 
any such course being taken in Freland 
there could be no such objection toa 
Memorial from England, for it was the 


Mr. Picton 
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‘honour of England: that was at stake. 
He! only® that ‘at present no 
means seertied to be*offered for reeon- 
ciliation; but; at any rate, he trusted 
there was a’ spirit in’ the Government 
that would! lead them bo 
opportunity arose to'lét Father Fah 
fee etelledl a stain pom his prc A 
‘faz CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND: (Sir ‘Mitenart Hices-Bracw) 
(Bristol, W.) ‘said;that as! a result of 
the ‘Questions that’ were addressed to 
the Government ‘by the hon: ‘Member 
for West Belfast, ‘and also of eommuni- 
cations! ‘made to the’ Government by 
other hon: Members connected with Bel- 
fast, a deputation of the Committee of 
the Belfast Royal Hospital waited on 
the Lord Chancellor a few days ago. 
They placed before him the state of the 
hospital’s finances and the number of 
patients treated; but, unfortunately, 
they did‘ not’ give information on the 
precise points which he thought the 
House knew was required by the Irish 
Government. He recognized, as he had 
already said, the value of the work done 
by the Belfast Royal Hospital in healing 
the oufdoor and indoor patients who 
had suffered during the recent riots ; but 
he could not, as at present advised, re- 
commend his noble Friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to establish what 
seemed to him (Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach) a very dangerous precedent, by 
making a grant to the Belfast Hospital 
for the services it had rendered. He 
did not believe that any grant of the 
kind had ever been proposed before. 

Mr. SEXTON :‘Therenever was such 
a case before. ‘ 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS-BEACH: 
There had been plenty of é¢ases of riot 
in English and Irish towns in which the 
injured ‘had been treated in hospital. 
The numbers of patients treated in this 
casé were 148 indoor and 220 outdoor, 
numbers. which formed a very small 
percentage indeed of the number of 
patients treated in the Belfast Hospital 
during the year. But, as’ he had said 
before, the Government did not wish 
that any of the Forees of the Crown 
should be treated by the hospital with- 
out being paid for by the Government. 
He was not sure, but he fancied that 
some arrangement existed under which 


‘payment had been already made ; but 


when he was informed how many'mem- 
bers of the Constabulary Force, or how 
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military, received treatment in the 


hosprtal,: he would undertake to, look 
into the matter; and, if there was suffi- 
cient: ‘ground te recommend his ‘noble 
Friend to make a: grant, he would, not 
hesitate to do se. But he thought that 


when: there had been: serious, riots of | tary 


this kind. ina, town like, Belfast, and 
civilians taking paxt inthe riots) or who 
had been ia the streets ~when they 
ought to have, been at home, were 
wounded! and taken ‘to. the hospital, 


it was| not, fair to ask the general tax- |. 


payers of this country to make a 
in aid of the local hospital in which the 
injuries, sustained were treated. Theat 
‘was all he had;to say about Belfast. 
In reference to the question of Father 
Fahy, the discussion, which had ‘been 
going on during that day seemed to 
him to be somewhat of a repetition. of 
previous debates, and did not eall for 
much in reply; but, in, regard to seme 
of the matters which had been brought 
before the House, especially. by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bradford (Mr. Shaw Lefevre), he should 
like to say a fow words. The right 
hon. Gentleman had stated in that de- 
bate that no English gentleman would 
for a moment sanetion the treatment of 
any person in England in such a manner 
as Father Fahy had been'treated. He 
would, however, like to call the attention 
of the House to the fact thet the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for New- 
castle-on-Tyne (Mr. John Morley), who 
had been in the House on the previous 
day during the discussion, and who cer- 
tainly. must know ‘a great’ deal more 
about the matter than the right hon. 
Member for Bradford, had jtaken no 
part whatever in the debate. 

Mr, M.J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid) : 
Why. should he?, This: did not occur 
during his term of Office. 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH 
said, he did not desire to suggest that 
the right hon, Gentleman was in any 
way responsible for what occurred ; but 


from’ his knowledge of Ireland, and 


his fairness in dealing with matters 
that came before him, they might cer- 
tainly have expected that right hon. 
Gentleman to have interposed in those 
debates if he had thought the case 
to be one of such gross injustice as hon. 
Members opposite would have the House 
believe it. It did not seem to him that 


the right hon. Member for Bradford un- 
| THIRD SERIES. ] 
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derstood, the “point ito. which, he. had 
the n= hat 2 Ghict. Secretary ia 
the matter...The, Chief Secretary bad 
mn ae pe thaconeonas the 
Prerogative o ; the Home Secre- 

exercised. that. Prexogative in Eng- 
land, and the Lord Lieutenant exerci 
it}in Ireland. on the adviee of the 
Chancellor, or anybody elee, including 
the Chief Secretary, whom he chose to 
wonsalt.., ., 
Me. SHAW LEFEVRE; 1. need 
scarcely say that I knew that; but what 
I said was that the Ohief Secretary 
might have advised the Lord Lieutenant 
in the matter. 

Siz MICHAEL HICKS- BEACH 
said, that he had no right to advise the 
Lord Lieutenant unless he asked for his 
advice. He was sure that no one who 
was, acquainted with the division of 
duty between the Lord Lieutenant and 
the Chief Secretary would contradict 
what he had stated. Such cases as that 
brought forward by hon. Members were 
not capable of being re-tried in the 
House of Commons. Hon. Members 
from Ireland assumed that Father 
Fahy’s story was true—|{ Home Rule 
cheers |—and that Mr. Lewie’s story was 
not true; but the magistrates who tried 
the, ease were of a different opinion— 
[** No}’’ }—or else they would not have 
required. Father Faby to find bail. 
Hon. Members had referred to some 
report that the Resident Magistrate 
had expressed the opinion that it was.a 
matter of no consequence, and one that 
might be made up between the two par- 
ties concerned. He had seen no such 
report, and he did not know where the 
statement was made. 

Mr..T, P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Seotland) : It is in all the papers. 

, (Bre MICHAEL HICKS-BEAQH said, 
that a great many things appeared in 
the papers which were absolutely un- 
founded. Questions of this kind could 
not possibly be tried in the House of 
Commons; and he would venture to say 
that they ought not, under the Constitu- 
tion, to be so tried. In the first place, 
they should be tried by the magistrates, or 
the Courts whom the law empowered to 
deal with them ; and, secondly, if there 
was any fault.to find on the part, of a 
prisoner. wath the conviction or the sen- 
tence or finding of the Court, .a,.Me- 
morial should be addressed to the Home 
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Secretary of tha Tibtd Tibutetiant, i tie 
case might be, aking” im to exercise | 
the gative of Mercy. He was not 
aware that any such Memorial had been 
addressed ‘to the Lord Lieutenant ~ in 
Father Fahy’s case. “Tf that’ course 
were adopted the Lord Lieutenant ‘was 
botind ‘by his’ position’ td’ take the 
Memofial’ into ‘consideration: He ‘did. 
hot intend to 6x ‘aly “more ‘opi-' 
nioh ‘than ‘he hi ifreaity done ‘in ‘ré- 
gard to this ‘casé—that anyone bound 
over to keep the peace, if he intended to 
keep the peace, should not hesitate to 
give bail ; and he did not see why Father 
Fahy should decline to do what ' he 
should not object to do under similar 
circumstances. He ‘protested against 
cases of this kind being made the sub- 
ject of frequent debates in the House of 
Commons unless the Government had 
taken some action with regard to them, 
when, of course, it would be open to any 
hon. Members who’ desired to do so to 
challenge that action by the vote of the 
House. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Fer- 
managh, N.) observed, that every hon. 
Member on the Benches around him 
must be indignant at the tone adopted 
by the Chief Secretary in npr of 
Father Fahy as a convicted prisoner. 
{Sir Mrcrarr Hicks-Bracu : I was only 
Speaking generally.] He was glad to 
hear that the right hon. Gentleman did 
not apply that term to Father Fahy. 
Hon. Mmbeis from Ireland, in bringing 
forward the case of Father Fahy, did not 
wish it to be re-tried in that House, be- 
cause he had not been tried at all in 
Treland. What they desired was the 
expression of the feeling of English 
Members in regard to the case of Father 
Fahy. He thought he could say they 
had received the expression of sympathy 
of a large number of the English and 
Scotch Representatives in that House, 
and what they had said would go far to 
strengthen their case and the belief of 
the people in the innocence of Father 
Fahy. It would also encourage Father 
Fahy to persevere in the course of action 
he had taken. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said that all Father Fahy re- 
quired to do was to give sureties that he 
would be upon his good behaviour. He 
was absolutely astonished that a man in 
the position of the Chief Secretary for 
Tréland could have made such a state- 
ment. Did he forget that Pather Fahy 
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se estimate 
man to is , and’ 
to act as the Chief Seceteary uired 
would be to admit the truth of the 
charges Soares a — be the in- 
terpretation the e would put upon 
it. He asked what the Ohiet Secretary 
would do if he were in Father Fahy’s 
ser ? Would he’ give sureties for 
is good’ behaviour, and lay himself 
open to the suspicion that he had been 
guilty of the charges of threatening to 
murder and to destroy ? He 
did not think that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would do anything of the kind; 
but'if the Chief Secretary would adopt 
that course, he (Mr. Redmond), at all 
events, did not think that it would be 
a course that would be adopted by any 
considerable number of gentlemen and 
men of honour. It was absolutely 
atrocious to ask Father Fahy, in order 
to get the prison gate opened, that he 
should give bail to be of good behaviour, 
which would be practically to admit the 
assertion of Mr. Lewis. Father Fahy 
was innocent, and he would do nothing 
that could shake the faith of the people 
in the belief of his innocence. He 
warned the Government that to keep 
Father Faby a prisoner for six months 
would raise ill-feeling and tumult in the 
country. The people would believe that 
as Father Father was imprisoned on one 
man’s statement, that statement was 
accepted because it was made by a land- 
lord. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman de- 
sired to do everything in his power to 
render it necessary to come to Parlia- 
ment at an early date and ask for co- 
ercive legislation, he could not act in 
—_ way more calculated to disturb the 
public peace than by inviting the people 
to outstep the law, which they were in 
danger of doing as long as there was 
kept in prison a respected minister of 
the Gospel, who had declared his inno- 
cence before God of the charge brought 
against him, and who was now only in 
prison upon the word of a single man, 
and that man notoriously a partizan in the 
case. He contended that an outrage of 
this kind would not be tolerated, nor 
would it be possible, in England or 
Scotland ; and he warned the House of 
the seriousness of giving approval to a 
system by which a man’s liberty could 
be filched away on the testimony of a 
single accuser. If they approved Father 
Fahy’s case it would certainly go forth 





Sir Michael Hicks-Beach 
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the people of Britain as, 
. the people if Teelend thee aki ay 


man mk sate away another man’s 
liberty simply swearing an accusa- 
tion against Fa He did not believe 
that Englishmen or Scotchmen. would 
submit to such a state of affairs, 
conclusion, he said if the imprisonment 
of Father Fahy were continued there 
would be greatindignation, which would, 
lead to disturbance; and in the end the 


Government, while losing much, would 


gain nothing by their action. 

CoLoNeL OLAN (Galway, N.) said, 
he would invite the Government to take 
a rational view of the situation, The 
circumstances were in Father Fahy’s 
favour, as there was no evidence against 
him except that of an admittedly ex- 
cited man. They were, in his view, act- 
ing a foolish part in making a martyr of 
this priest, by imposing upon him a 
bees S tis which was too heavy, and 
the most sensible thing they could do 
was to let him out of prison forthwith, 

Dr. KENNY (Cork, 8.) said, the first 
grievance of Father Fahy which the 
Nationalist Party had to complain of in 
this case was that a responsible officer of 
the Government should have considered 
that he was called upon to intervene in 
the prosecution, as the dispute was one 
arising between two individuals, and not 
a breach of the law in the criminal 
sense. The second grievance was that 
the proceedings were taken under the 
provisions of the Statute of King Ed- 
ward III. which was directed against 
rogues and vagabonds. Under that 
Statute, if the Justices believed any 
part of the evidence, or thought there 
was any case whatever against the 
accused, if they did not dismiss the 
case, they had no option whatever but 
to put the party charged under a rule 
of bail, which, if he declined to comply 
with, they should send him to prison 
for six months. The meaning of that was 
that the Government deprived Father 
Fahy of the opportunity of getting his 
case before a jury, knowing well that if 
his case went before a jury of fair- 
minded men, where the evidence would 
be given in open Court, there would be 
no chance in the world of Father Fahy 
being convicted. No jury would give a 
verdict against a man upor such evidence 
as had been given in the case of Father 
Fahy. 


He did not believe that many | regre 
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Barone ta f opatry ey ‘ bed anid. 
he A ay iy ; . f a 
tion ta gi Dba in dealer a Soh sinks hig 
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English history aright, if, it more 


Tn | not that it taught that Englishmen woul 


nat sngritig their penne for pre 
iberty ; an re was nothing in their 
history of See they had. more, reason 
to be, proud than the fact, that, over and 
over again, men had been found amongst 
them wha, preferred the. sacrifice o 
liberty, and even of life, at the altar of 
duty and principle, He could ; not, 
therefore, accept the right hon. Ba- 
ronet’s declaration as representing the 
real feelings, of Pectcasien on the 
question. believed that if a similar 
case to that of Father Fahy had occurred 
in England the Attorney General for 
England would not have ventured to 
lend himself to such action as had been 
taken against Father Fahy; and he 
hesitated to believe that any English 
gentleman would have ventured, under 
similar circumstances, to invoke the aid 
of the Attorney General, as Mr. Lewis 
had done in this case. He combated 
the statement that Parliament was not 
the. place in which to re-try the case; 
and he contended that Parliament’s 
highest function was to consider all 
grievances, and cases of injustice which 
might have been done elsewhere. The 
right hon, Baronet the Chief Secretar 

had thrown outa hint for a Memori 

for the release of Father Fahy; but he 
(Dr. Kenny) could assure him, and he 
assured the House, that the hint was 
in vain, as no Member of the Irish 
Party, no respectable Irish Nationalist, 
would be a party to anything so mean 
or derogatory as a Memorial of the kind; 
neither they nor Father Fahy would 
memorialize — it was not mercy they 
were demanding, but justice. The case 
was an infamous, a deliberate attempt 
to produce a state of things in Ireland 
that would warrant {the Government in 
the next Session of Parliament demand- 
ing coercive legislation. There was no 
action they could have taken more cal- 
culated to inflame the passions of the 
people in a great portion of a country 
where the dangers of discord and dis- 
order were great enough already. He 
wished to add, in conclusion, that he 
tted that the right hon. Baronet 


Englishmen would do as the right hon. | the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
2U2 
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tenant had made a shuffing excuse for 
not giving a grant of money to the Royal 
Hospital at Belfast. That institution 
depended mainly for support on volun- 
tary contributions ; 4 owing to the 
heavy strain on its resources arising out 
of the enormous number of persons 
treated in its wards for injuries received 
during the recent riots, there was now 
a deficit in its funds, which they had 
been able to avoid in former years. 
The hospital, being a voluntary one, 
might have refused to receive the in- 
jured police and soldiers; but what 
would have been said had it done so? 
He never knew of any hospital in Ire- 
land shutting its doors to thosé sick or 
wounded whilst there was room for 
them, but the Royal Hospital in Belfast 
might have done so; and he thought 
it excessively mean on the part of the 
Government to avail themselves of its 
resources for their wounded police and 
soldiers, and then to refuse, un some 
technical plea, to come to the aid of the 
hospital, to make up the deficit caused 
in its funds through the help it had 
given to the wounded. Had the Go- 
vernment acted firmly in dealing with 
Orange rowdies in Belfast, no need 
would have arisen for the strain on the 
resources of the Royal Hospital. He 
and his Friends were convinced there 
was sinister influence at work preventing 
the noble Lord the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer granting the aid sought for, 
and which he felt that his more generous 
instincts would lead him to do if he 
were left to himself. The Irish Party 
were convinced that the malign influence 
of certain Gentlemen connected with 
the Orange Society, and who represented 
other Divisions of Belfast, was at work 
to prevent the noble Lord yielding to 
the very reasonable request of his hon. 
Friend the Member for West Belfast 
(Mr. Sexton) in this matter, lest any 
credit should accrue to his hon. Friend 
for the action he had taken relative to 
the subject, In conclusion, he trusted 
the right hon. Baronet the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland would look into the 
matter, and see his way to granting the 
aid sought for. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr) said, 
a sort of official announcement had 
been made that day that, if the Irish 
Members signed a Memorial praying for 
Father Fahy’s release, the document 
would receivé a good consideration from 


Dr. Kenny 
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the Government. Sych a Memorial 
would, however, be an appeal ad miseri- 
cordiam ; and consequently, he believed, 
no Irish Member would append his 
signature to such a Memorial. The 
whole basis of their argument in the 
case was that an injustice had been 
done. The magistrates saw that the 
parties were in such a_ heated con- 
dition that it was acase in which the 
law should not have been brought 
in. He would have condemned “tie 
rey. gentleman if it had been proved 
that actually did use the threats 
alleged. The Attorney General for Ire- 
land had said that all that had been 
done was in due course of Jaw. But 
unjust decisions were sometimes given 
in due course of law; and in all the 
cases in which he was called upon to in- 
terfere it was to avert injustice being 
done by decisions arrived at in the 
ordinary course of law. He (Mr. 
Molloy) had not heard one generous 
word from any Member of the Govern- 
ment with regard to Ireland ; and their 
ennity was carried on with dogged 
silence. If in this case they refused to 
do justice unless the Irish Party acknow- 
ledged that Father Fahy was in the 
wrong, he, for one, would prefer that 
Father Fahy should remainin gaol. He 
made no appeal to the Government ; he 
simply stated the case; he showed the 
injustice ; and on the Government must 
remain the consequences which might 
follow. 

Mr. SHIRLEY (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Doncaster) said, he had votec. the other 
night in favour of the Motion made from 
the Irish Benches with regard to the 
imprisonment of Father Fahy; but he 
must say that on the present occasion he 
could not follow a similar course. He 
would briefly explain to the House his 
reason for that statement. He admitted 
that, intheabsence of a Court of Criminal 
Appeal, Parliament ought to be regarded 
as a Court of Appeal; and when any 
important case arose in which a large 
number of Members of that House were 
interested, and in which they believed 
injustice had been done, they were right 
in bringing it forward, and having it tho- 
roughly discussed by the House, He did 
not mean to say that anyone would be 
justified in bringing up an ordinary case 
that had been tried at the Assizes or 
at Quarter Sessions. But when_five- 
sixths of the Members from Ireland took 
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up‘ case like this, believing’ that there 


had ‘been a failure of justice, they were 
wartanted in their action. A€ the same 
tithe when et gry had been brought 
up and discuseed, as this case had been, 
he did not think it ought to be re-opened 
a second time. For that reason he felt 
unablé. to repeat the vote he had giyen 


the other night when this matter was’ 
first brought forward. At the same, 


time, he desired to say that he agreed 
with a good deal which had been 
said by hon. Members below the Gang- 
way about the merits of the case. He 
did think Father Fahy ought not to 
have been prosecuted in the way de- 
scribed. It seemed to him the prosecu- 
tion was initiated more for political 
motives, and the proceedings throughout 
were unsatisfactory. There was one 
point on which he was not quite clear, 
and on which the House had had no in- 
formation, and that was as to whether 
Father Fahy went into the witness-box 
or not. By the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act of 1879, the defendant was per- 
mitted to go into the witness-box and 
give his version of the transaction on 
oath. Hedid not know ifthe defendant 
had the same right to do that in Ireland 
as he had in England. Then the Eng- 
lish Act provided a very short and simple 
method by which a person who had been 
imprisoned in default of finding sureties 
might obtain his release. All he had to 
do was to go again before the magis- 
trates and ask for it. Was the law the 
same in Ireland as in England? If it 
was not it was to be regretted. If it 
was, that was what Father Fahy ought 
todo. In any case he would make an 
appeal to the Government of the same 
nature as had already been made to them 
by the hon. Memberfor East Galway (Mr. 
Sheehy)—namely, that if they would 
not regard the question as a question of 
justice, they should, at all events, regard 
it as a question of policy and tactics, and 
consider what was the wisest course to 
take under the circumstances. He would 
put it to the Government whether they 
would not be making a mistake by keep- 
ing this priest in gaol and allowing him 
to become a martyr? He did not ask 
them to make any concession which they 
could not make with dignity and with 
due and proper regard for the supre- 
macy of the law in Ireland. Perhaps 
they would not feel justified in releasing 
the priest immediately, as it might loo. 





s if ‘they had yielded to “clamour: but 
dtier‘that diecudsion ‘was over and Par- 
liament was rorogued 6 would suggest 
that they should take the case into their 
consideration and open the prison door. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Mayo, 8.) : 
I think ‘the attitude, of the Government 
throughout these debates has been one 
of ‘insolent ‘disdain, The Chief Seore- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
says he was not asked by the Lord 
Lieutenant for his advice. Why, Sir, 
the right hon. Gentleman is, in this 

House, the principal Officer of State for 
Irish affairs, and it is his duty to attend 
to our demands for redress of grievances. 
The whole action of the Government 
lately has been showing the cloven hoof 
of that wicked policy shadowed forth by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer at the 
beginning of this Session. This episode 
respecting Father Fahy looks like the 
first result of the encouragement he 
gave when he advised landlords to en- 
force their legal rights strictly—and that 
the Government would not shrink from 
recovering the land from the tenants for 
them. What does this new policy of 
extermination mean? The present Go- 
vernment objects to that dual ownership 
of landestablished by the Land Acts of 
1870 and 1881. Apparently, the policy 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer is— 
by the wholesale extermination to which 
he encourages Irish landlords—to ex- 
tinguish the tenants’ interest in the 
land, and at a blow to re-establish the 
single ownership of the landlords. A 
new clearance of Ireland—to be fol- 
lowed by a new Plantation! This 
Cromwellian policy will, however, I 
think, fail in the hands of the new 
Cromwell—the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. As for the Memorial to the Lord 
Lieutenant on behalf of Father Fahy, 
recommended to us by the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland, Sir, we decline to de- 
grade ourselves and Father Fahy b 
being parties to anything of the kind. 
A most scandalous travesty of law 
has taken place in this case of Father 
Fahy. And it is lamentable to observe 
how far English Tory Members have 
allowed themselves to be carried by pre- 
judice and Party spirit in this matter. 
The conduct of Government towards the 
Royal Hospital of Belfast has been 
shabby in the extreme; and surely it is 
unbecoming of the wealthiest Govern- 
ment in the world to take such a mean 
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advantage of the humanity of the ma- 
nagers of that hospital—to sponge, in 
fact, on the poor resources of a chari- 
table institution supported by voluntary 
contributions. 

Cotone. HUGHES (Woolwich) said 
that, as an English Member who had 
tried to follow the case, he could not help 
thinking that Father Fahy wished to 
figure as a martyr. The magistrates, if 
they had believed the charge against him, 
might have imprisoned him, or, if they 
had not believed it, they might have 
dismissed him; but they had taken the 
middle course, often followed where 
there was a conflict of testimony, and 
had asked him to give security. The 
act of giving security was a merely formal 
affair; and if Father Fahy had taken 
out a cross-summons he might have had 
Mr. Lewis also bound over to keep the 
peace. Even if the magistrates were 
wrong, this was not the Court to which 
an appeal from their decision should be 
brought. It seemed to him to be a waste 
of time to discuss this very trifling case. 
He agreed with hon. Members from 


Ireland that this thing could not happen: 


in England, because no man would be 
so foolish here as to prefer six months’ 
imprisonment to finding bail. He sug- 
gested that the common-sense course 
would be for Father Fahy to find bail 
and return to those peacemaking avo- 
cations in which, according to hon. 
Members opposite, he took such great 
delight. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Dublin, Col- 
lege Green) said, he was surprised that 
the application for a grant to the Royal 
Hospital, Belfast, had not been better 
received. 

Mz. SPEAKER, interposing, said, 
that a discussion upon that subject was 
entirely irregular. He permitted the 
question to be put; it had been answered, 
and the subject ought not to be pursued 
further. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN said, that in 
reference to the case of Father Fahy, it 
seemed to him that the Government 
jumped at the chance of imprisoning a 
Catholic clergyman. He marvelled that 
there was any doubt that the Govern- 
ment had acted injudiciously or un- 
wisely, and concluded that it was the 
duty of the Government speedily to re- 
medy their grosserror. It was a revela- 
tion to them to be told that the Chief 
Secretary could not act till the Lord 


Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien 
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Lieutenant asked his advice. The Lord 
Lieutenant was a mere figure-head, and 
was not likely to ask the advice of the 
Chief Secretary on any question save 
that of the points of a horse. Father 
Fahy would not make any appeal for 
mercy; he did not want mercy, but only 
justice. It was to be feared that this 
case was an indication of the intention 
of the Government to pursue aninfamous 
policy, by which they would seek to de- 
moralize the Irish people and to set 
them in opposition to the machinery and 
the system of government. The Irish 
Members could say no more in Parlia- 
ment now; but they would say a good 
deal out of Parliament. 

Mr. T. C. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour) said, they were shut out from 
bringing this case before the Queen’s 
Bench through the intervention of the 
Crown Prosecutor. He asked the Go- 
vernment to consider what practical 
good could result from the Government 
maintaining their position in regard to 
Father Fahy? He asked English Mem- 
bers to consider whether, in similar cir- 
cumstances, finding the law perverted 
for political purposes, they would give 
bail to avoid imprisonment? He be- 
lieved they would not. The continued 
imprisonment of Father Fahy would do 
more to foster agitation and discontent 
in Ireland than the delivery of dozens 
of speeches by Nationalist Leaders. A 
Memorial in such acase as that of Father 
Fahy’s would be a greater degradation 
than giving bail to keep the peace. 
Father Fahy’s was only a typical case. 
Cases of the same kind were occurring 
every day where persons were kept in 

aol without being admitted to bail or 
Brought to trial. It was this kind of 
thing which brought the English law 
into disrepute in Ireland. He defied the 
Government to persevere in their pre- 
sent course; but the stupid thing was 
that, though they would not say one 
gracious word in that House, the mo- 
ment the Session was closed and they 
learnt from the authorities in Ireland 
how dangerous it would be to keep 
Father Fahy in prison they would let 
him out. 

Mr. HARRIS (Galway, E.) said, that 
this was a case of rank injustice; but 
out of evil would come good... It would 
have tlie effect, of rousing’ the priests in 
art of the country in which he 


rat 
fived to the wroags of théir “country. 
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He had had uently to plain 
hitherto that A freaeee too baited in 
taking action against the landlords. 
His desire was that the Government 
should take such a course as would drive 
every priest and om in Ireland into 
the ranks of the popular Organization. 
He was one of those who put their 
names to the ‘‘ No Rent ” Manifesto ; and 
if the Bishops and priests had stood by 
that Manifesto manfully, instead of 
giving it a lukewarm support, they 
would by this time have got rid of land- 
lordism in Ireland. But after the treat- 
ment which Father Fahy had received 
any priest worthy of the name would 
insist that all his parishioners should join 
the National League. Turning to an- 
other subject, he wished to inquire whe- 
ther the Trish Commission would be at 
liberty to at aa with respect to one of 
the railways 

Mr. SPEAKER said, that this matter 
was in no way relevant to the Appro- 
priation Bill, which contained no pro- 
vision for the railway. 

Mr. HARRIS said, he was very 
anxious to keep in Order, and he be- 
lieved the Speaker was equally anxious 
that-he should be in Order. He went 
on to refer to the deficiency of postal 
arrangements in Ballinasloe and other 
country towns in Ireland and other 
subjects, when—— 

Mr. SPEAKER said, he must re- 
quest the hon. Member to make his 
remarks more pertinent to the subject 
of the Bill. 

Mr. HARRIS remarked, that as he 
was out of Order he would say no more; 
but he hoped the Government would 
look to all these things, and would not 
put the Irish Members to the trouble of 
bringing them before the House again. 
Great complaints had been made about 
the waste of time of the House; but 
when they came back there was nota 
single matter connected with the griev- 
ances of their country which they would 
not go over. ' 

Mr. ADDISON (Ashton-under-Lyne): 
I rise to Order, and wish to ask you, Sir, 
whether this has any relation whitso- 
ever to the Bill before the House ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: It. has nothing 
peat to do with the Appropriation 


ill. 
Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) said, 


he eoyld nof refrain from commenting 
on, the extraordinary behaviour of Her 
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Majesty’s Government towards Father 
Fahy, a clergyman belonging to the 
Roman Catholic Church. During the 
course of this discussion nothing had 
struck him more forcibly — nothing 
brought home to his mind more clearly 
the fact—that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were possessed with their duty 
of upholding the landlord system, which 
had had such a baneful effect upon Tre- 
land—than some remarks which “fell 
from the noble Lord the son of the pre- 
sent Premier (Viscount Cranborne), 
whilst an hon. Friend of his (Dr. Tan- 
ner’s) was speaking. He was sorry the 
noble Lord was not now in his place. 
After making the remark the noble 
Lord got up and left the House. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! If 
the hon. Gentleman had any complaint 
to make he should have made it at the 
time. He is not now speaking im any 
way relevant to the Appropriation Bill, 
and I must ask him to be more relevant. 

Dr. TANNER: Certainly, Sir; I was 
merely —— 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. 
Gentleman must confine his remarks to 
the Question now before the House— 
the Appropriation Bill. 

Dr. TANNER, continuing, said, 
Father Fahy was a Roman Catholic 

riest, and, like many of the Roman 

atholic priests in the country to which 
he (Dr. Tanner) had the honour to be- 
long, he had always done his best on 
behalf of the poor and oppressed and 
down-trodden tenants. Because he took 
the side of the tenants, Father Fahy 
met with the fate which, as a rule, at- 
tended all educated people who espoused 
the popular cause. However the im- 
prisonment of Father Fahy might’ be 
regarded by the Protestant population 
of the South of Ireland—he did not wish 
to transgress the Rules of the House, 
but he wished the House to understand 
the position in which it was placed by 
this imprisonment—by all the Protes- 
tants in Cork, in Dublin, in Belfast, in 
Limerick, in Galway, and in all the 
centres of population, the imprisonment 
of Father Fahy was regarded as a step 
taken in accordance with ‘the attitude 
assumed by Her Majesty’s Government 
—namely, that of war on the Irish 
people. It wasregarded asa step taken 
on behalf of landlordism, on behalf of 
people ‘who had always’ gone ‘against 
the tenants in order to maintain rack- 
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renting. As @ Protestant coming from 
the South of Ineland, as a Protestant 
Nationalist Member, he had no hesita- 
tion in saying that the landlords of the 
Seuth of Ireland would regard this step 
asan intimation to Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment to proceed with a crusade of 
evictions. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the 
landlords in the South of Ireland pro- 
eeeding to evict has nothing whatever 
to do with the imprisonment of Father 
Fahy. 

De. TANNER: I do not wish to 
argue the case. I was only trying to 
show that Father Fahy endeavoured to 
prevent evictions. I shall not pursue 
the subject any further now. I pre- 
sume. however, as a medical man, I may 
be allowed to say a few words with 
regard to the grant to the Belfast Royal 
Hospital. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have already 
ruled that that subject is out of Order. 
I must ask the hon. Gentleman to dis- 
continue his speech for continued irre- 
levance and disregard of what I have 
already ruled. 


The hon. Memnzr accordingly sat 
down; but a few moments after rose 
and, lacing his hat upon his head, left 

the Ho use amid cries of ‘ Order! ” 


The following is the Hatry in the 
Votes :-— 

Mr. Srzaxer, having called the attention of 
the House to the continued irrelevance on the 
part of Dr. Tanner,:Member for: Mid: Cork, 
directed the honourable Member to discontinue 


his speech. 


Mr. A. BLANE, (Armagh, §.), said, 
he wished to call attention to the case 
the Crossmaglen prisoners, who were 
brought from Castlebar and tried and 
convicted in Belfast by a jury composed 
of men opposed to them religiously and 
politically. He commented, strongly on 
the fact that Mr. Justice Lawson, was 
sent down to try these prisoners, being 
at the time a Member of the Executive. 
These prisoners having served five years 
of their sentenee, and having presented 
a Memorial,as.te the hardship of their 
trial and sentence, should be jiberated. 
He contended that the.change of venue 
in that case had, tended. to, conviction, 
and, hoped the Gorerament, would eare- 

Dr. Tanner 
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SOUTH - EASTERN EUROPE—AFFATHS 
OF BULGARIA—ACTION OF THE 
GOVERNMENT.—OBSERVATIONS. 
Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said, he rose to call attention to 
the critical condition of affairs in the 
East. He wished to ask the Govern- 
ment, whether, in the face of the diffi- 
culties which existed, and the complica- 
tions which seemed likely to arise in 
Europe, they would give the country a 
pledgethatno warshould be entered up 
without the previous consent of Par. 
ment? He might explain that he snes 
renewed this Question because of the 
very unsatisfactory character of the reply 
given by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on Tuesday. In that reply the noble 
Lord rightly presumed that the putting 
of the Question implied want of con- 
fidence in Her Majesty’s Government. 
It was because the House of Commons 
was about to separate for some months, 
and the Government would be left un- 
checked and uncontrolled, that the Ques- 
tion was again addressed to the noble 
Lord. The assurance that, in case of 
any serious difficulty presenting itself, 
the Government would be sure to act in 
a Constitutional, manner was to him 
vague and unsatisfactory. He was afraid 
that too much freedom was permitted to 
the Government by the Constitution of 
the country with regard to foreign and 
Colonial matters. In the case of the 
annexation, or attempt at the annexa- 
tion, of Burmah the conduct of the Go- 
vernment might have been Constitu- 
tional, but it wus very reprehensible ; 
and because he feared that the same 
course might be pursued with reference 
to some other portion of the globe during 


of the Recess, he urged the Goverament, in 


case of serious difficulty arisingin Europe 
or elsewhere during the Recess, to ad- 
vise. Her Majesty to summon Parlia- 
ment. To that appeal, made on Tues- 
day, the noble Lord vouchsafed no reply. 
The outlook in Europe was of a. most 
serious character. There was in Bul- 
garia a difficulty which might any day 
involve the whole of Europe, in a fearful 
struggle. The present attitude of the 
Press. fully justified the course pursued 
by the friends. of peace 30 years ago, 
and proved the assertion that the verdict 
of history was always with) the friends 
e peace. - There hed been rumours pf 

Russia pushing on to Constantinople, 











and being allowed to do so by the. Eng- 
lish Government in return for Russia 
winking at our remaining permanently 
in Egypt. In view of those rumours it 
would be well if a decided and official 
denial was given to them. These rumours 
caused feelings of irritation in France, 
and endangered the peace between the 
two countries. He hoped that an assur- 
ance would be given that if any serious 
difficulties arose in the Recess Parlia- 
ment would be convened, in order that 
the Representatives of the people should 
have an opportunity of expressing an 
opinion as to the merits of the dispute 
before rather than after the country had 
been committed to a struggle. Hitherto 
Governments had been in the habit of 
deciding upon a warlike policy, and then 
coming to Parliament to pay the bill. 
That had been the case with regard to 
Burmah. If the country had been con- 
sulted before the annexation was made, 
a very different conclusion would have 
been arrived at. 

Tae CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord RaypotrH CxuRcHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.), who rose at the same 
time as Sir Wilfrid Lawson, said: I 
have a particular motive for intervening 
thus early before the hon. Baronet ad- 
dresses the House. I make no com- 
plaint of the hon. Member for bringing 
up this question at this hour of the 
evening (7.50 p.m.), though the pro- 
ceedings of to-day have been rather pro- 
tracted. The hon. Member is perfectly 
within his right, and if he will allow me, 
in all sincerity, to say so, I honestly re- 
spect the opinions which he holds on 
this subject; but I do not share those 
opinions myself. They have never been 
opinions that have commended them- 
selves to a majority of the House. of 
Commons, nor do I think they are opi- 
nions largely shared by the — of this 
country. The hon. Gentleman has raised 
practically two questions. He has 
dealt with the Constitutional relations 
which are supposed to exist between the 
Executive Government and the Parlia- 
ment of this country, and he has also dealt } 
summarily, and, if I may say so, roughly, 
with questions of foreign policy: The 
discussion of the Constitutional point 
which he has raised |must be a very 
academical one. The hon. Gentleman 
holds that the Government of the country, 
in dealing with Foreign Powers, should 
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of a diplomatic character, without having 
previously consulted Parliament. - 

Ma. CREMER:.. 1 risé ‘to. Order. 
According to the terms of the Question 
which I asked : yesterday, I did not go 
quite so far .as the noble Lord represents. 
What I asked was that; a guarantee 
should be given that the Government 
during the Recess would abstain from 
involving the country in further obliga- 
tions or responsibilities for warlike 
operations. 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
The hon. Gentleman uses his own Jan- 
guage, and I venture to use mine. His 
may be the best ; but practically it means 
the same thing. I say that the: hon. 
Member holds that the Government of 
this country ought to take:no step, even 
of a diplomatic character, which might 
commit the country to any particular 
course of action, without having pre- 
viously consulted Parliament. Has the 
hon. Member reflected on the conse- 
quences of that theory? .No one: has 
more frequently or more eloquently de- 
stroyed that proposition than the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid 
Lothian (Mr. Gladstone), The. logical 
effect of the proposition would be to 
place Parliament in the position of the 

xecutive Government. But could Par- 
liament—consisting as it does of two 
Houses, one with 670 Members and the 
other with 500 Members—undertake the 
duties of the responsible Executive 
Government? That has never been the 
Constitutional practice in this country, 
nor anything approaching it. | The 
House. of Cominons has in late years 
largely increased its power. I do not 
in the least find fault with such increase 
of power; but it’ has néver ventured, 
nor has any considerable section of the 
House desired, to place Parliament in 
the position of the Executive Govern- 
ment of this’ country. The Executive 
Government has undoubtedly great 
latitude of action. If it possesses the 
confidence of ‘Parliament, if'is for the 
convenience, and indeed necessary for the 
saféty and very existence, of the Empire 
that that latitude should exist. | Phe 
Executive Government, it must’ be borne ' 
in mind, only acts'so long as it possesses 
that confidence. The Government is 


continually giving to Parliament’ full 
and complete information with regard 
to the ‘course’ of action 'they' take, and 

from time to time it°issopen to “Parlia+: 
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ment to change the Government of the 
country, and so to change their policy. 
I do not know how you can possibly 
alter for the better that arrangement. 
I have never heard any argument put 
forward by any hon. Gentleman holding 
the opinions of the hon. Member oppo- 
site which would lead one to think that 
it would be possible to make any decided 
improvement upon the present Constitu- 
tional relations between the Executive 
Government and the House of Commons. 
The hon. Gentleman alluded to the 
question of the Burmese War and of the 
annexation of Burmah. It is quite true 
that that was a step decided upon out- 
side the walls of Parliament; but it was 
a matter which, at any rate in the opi- 
nion of the Government of the day, re- 
quired prompt and immediate action, 
which the summoning of Parliament 
would have altogether prevented. That 
was an act which was laid before Parlia- 
ment almost immediately after it had 
been committed, and was approved of 
by the great bulk of the Members of the 
then House of Commons, the great ma- 
jority of whom were Gentlemen of the 
same way of thinking as the hon. Mem- 
ber. Moreover, that action, the Burmese 
War, on which the hon. Gentleman to 
a great extent founds his interposition 
to-night, was altogether approved of, 
and ratified and followed up by, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Mid Lothian when he came into power. 
That destroys all the force of the illus- 
tration which the hon. Member has 
given. So much for the Constitutional 
part of the question. I do not think I 
could with any advantage to the House 
go into it further. It is a matter which 
hon. Members must work out for them- 
selves in their own minds, and un- 
doubtedly it is one that they may dis- 
euss to any extent. They may compare 
the practice of other European nations 
and the practice of the United States 
with our own; but I extremely doubt 
whether, after a careful comparison of 
the Constitutional practice of this coun- 
try with that of other countries, they 
will be perfectly decided in their own 
opinion that the practice of other coun- 
tries is preferable toourown, The hon. 
Member has alluded also to a question 
of foreign politics, and it is in reference 
to that matter that I wish to address 
the House. The particular question of 
foreign politics which exercises the mind 
Lord Randolph Churchill 
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of the hon. Member, and which rightly 
exercises his mind, is the state of affairs 
in the Balkan territory. He is of opi- 
nion that that state of affairs may lead 
to very serious difficulty and dangers, 
and dangers in which this country might 
become involved. Well, Sir, I would 
point out, in the first place, that he is 
discussing a question of foreign politics, 
on which it has not been as yet within 
the power of the Government to give 
official information to Parliament. The 
hon. Member has founded most of his 
opinions upon what he has seen in the 
newspapers; and no more unsafe guide 
—I say it with all respect —for an 
hon. Member who wishes to address the 
House on foreign politics can be found 
than the statements and opinions given 
in the public Press, and sing those 
opinions and statements in the House of 
Commons unsupported by official testi- 
mony. This state of affairs in the Bal- 
kan territory is undoubtedly. serious, 
and it might at any moment undoubtedly 
become critical. The hon, Member has 
expressed himself with very great free- 
dom about the action of Russia, and the 
probable action of Russia and of the 
other Powers; but he must be aware 
that it is absolutely impossible for any 
Member of the Government to follow 
him in his opinions or his speculations— 
the very crisis, the very difficulty and 
danger, which the hon. Member is so 
anxious to guard against might be, to a 
certain extent, precipitated if the Go- 
vernment were to be so incautious as to 
follow the hon. Member into his specula- 
tions. Moreover, I would point out to 
the hon. Member and those who sit near 
him that fhey cannot divest themselves 
of a considerable responsibility with re- 
gard to the state of things in the East 
of Europe, which is serious: and; may 
become critical, if they allow themselves, 
in the absence of official information, to 
be committed to opinions of such width 
and freedom as those stated , by the 
hon. Member. Foreign countries watch 
closely the debates in this'House. Fo- 
reign Ministers are not accurately. ac- 
quainted with the relative positions of 
hon. Members; and Ministers of the 
Crown ; and undoubtedly it. would be 
perfectly natural and probable that 
foreign Ministers should attach to, the 
utterances of the hon, Member as:a 
Member of the. House of Oommons, or 
to the utterances of those who sit near 
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him with regard to the action of foreign 
countries, almost as much weight as they 
would attach to the utterances of Minis- 
ters of the Orown. That is why I must 
ask hon. Gentlemen to excuse the Go- 
vernment from dealing at all with this 
question of the state of affairs in the 
Balkan territory. Moreover, I would 
appeal to those who sit near him to fol- 
low the example of the Government, and 
to abstain from discussing those ques- 
tions at all. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Haggerston (Mr. Cremer) 
asks for a guarantee that the Government 
will not commit this country to any 
serious and strong action with regard 
to any questions which may arise out of 
this state of things in the Balkan terri- 
tories without summoning Parliament 
and taking Parliament into their con- 
fidence. Obviously, no Government 
would think of deciding upon strong 
and definite action which might involve 
a portion of the Empire, with regard to 

uestions of this kind, without imme- 
iately summoning Parliament and 
placing the whole case before them, 
and asking for the confidence and the 
support of Parliament in the action they 
intended to take. That is a state of 
things which has frequently arisen, and 
that arose in the case of the Egyptian 
War. To go back to an earlier period, 
it arose in the case of the Afghan War. 
It arose, also, with regard to the state 
of things which existed—a very critical 
state of things—on the North-West 
Frontier of Afghanistan in the year 
1885. On all these oceasions the Go- 
vernment came to Parliament, stated 
the case which they had to present, the 
action which they proposed to take, and 
asked for the confidence and support of 
Parliament in their action. 

Mr. CREMER: After the fighting 
had been begun ? 

Lorv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
No; certainly not with regard to the 
state of affairs on the North-West Fron- 
tier of Afghanistan, and certainly not 
with regard to the Egyptian War. It 
is true that the bombardment of Alex- 
andria did precede the application to 
Parliament. That is true; but the ac- 
tual military operations in Egypt were 
not even begun until Parliament had 
been consulted. Even the preparations 
for those operations were not 
until Parliament had granted &@ Vote of 
Oredit. , 
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Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): But the bombard- 
ment took place. 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL : 
That certainly took place ; but the pre- 
parations for the military operations— 
which certainly came very near war— 
were not begun until Parliament had 
been consulted. So it was with regard 
to the North-West Frontier of Afghanis- 
tan. The Government of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Mid Lothian 
(Mr. Gladstone), before proceeding to 
any strong or definite action, came to 
the House and asked for a large credit. 
I am quite prepared to pledge this Go- 
vernment that we will act within the 
lines of precedent. I do not see how 
any British Government could for a mo- 
ment hesitate to give such a pledge; but 
beyond that pledge it would be abso- 
lutely impossible for me to go. I do 
not think the hon. Member can really 
desire more than that pledge. The hon. 
Gentleman is a friend of peace; he be- 
longs, I understand, to a Society which 
hopes to bring about a state of universal 

eace and to obtain a settlement of all 

international disputes by arbitration. I 
think that is an admirable Association, 
against the objects and aims of which I 
shall never say one word. I only hope 
that the principles which that Associa- 
tion professes may become more power- 
ful and popular as time goeson. But I 
would point out that it is not always 
the avowed friends of peace who obtain 

ace, or produce peace, by their acts. 

ever was there a greater friend of 
peace, in the opinion of all classes— 
never was there a more devoted friend 
and insurer of peace—than Lord Aber- 
deen. But if there was one thing 
on which history is unanimous, it is 
that the action of the Government 
of Lord Aberdeen and the well-known 
peaceful proclivities of Lord Aber- 
deen were as much as anything else 
the cause of the Crimean War. 
allude to this to show the hon. Gentle- 
man that the action of the friends of 
peace must be controlled by the ordinary 
rules of prudence and common sense by 
which such inferior mortals as Ministers 
are obliged to guide their conduct. But, 


generally speaking, with regard to this 
question in Bulgaria, the hon. Gentleman 
may be perfectly confident that the Go- 
vernment are fully alive to the eritical— 
I will not say critical—to the serious 
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state of ping which may become 
critical which there peeret The hon. 
Gentleman may recollect that the policy 
Lord Salisbury’s Government pursued 
last October with regard to the equally 
critical state of things in that part of the 
world received the approval of all Parties 
in this House. It was not censured 
even by those who agree with the hon, 
Gentleman, It was approved in the 
most marked and public manner by the 
right hon. Member for Mid Lothian. 
Am I making too large a demand on the 
hon. Member? I am not appealing to 
him now as a partizan; I am appealing 
to him as an independent Member of the 
House of Commons. Am I making too 
large a demand upon him if I say that the 
action which the Government—the Con- 
servative Government—took last October, 
and which met with universal approval, 
constitutes some claim upon the House 
generally to reposeaconsiderable amount 
of confidence in the treatment which the 
present Government are likely to give to 
this state of affairs in Bulgaria? The 
aim of the Government in all these 
great foreign and European questions 
is to maintain in its efficient form the 
concert of Europe for the purpose of 
meering the peace of Europe. We 

ave no other object outside that. None. 
We know that if we are successful in 
attaining that object we shall have pre- 
served in its most effectual form all those 
great British interests about which the 
hon. Member is so anxious. I ask the 
hon. Gentleman and those who agree 
with him to realize that I am not making 
any appeal to them on this subject 
lightly, unreflectingly, or for the purpose 
of avoiding any inconvenient discussion. 
It is because 1 am convinced that any 
discussion—if any should arise—with- 
out the House being in possession of 
information might lead to most serious 
misinterpretations abroad, and might 
facilitate, accelerate, or precipitate those 
very evils which the hon. Member is 
really so anxious to avoid. 

Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Oockermouth) said, he thanked 
the noble Lord for the courteous, tem- 
perate, and able way in which he had 
answered the Questions of his hon. 
Friend the Member for Haggerston ; 
but his answer had not quite satisfied 
them, and they would like to discuss 
the subject a little further. Everybody 


was aware that emergencies might arise 
Lord Randolph Churchill 
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in which it was the duty of the Execu- 
tive fo act at. once; but it was equally 
well known that wars nowddays were 
gone into deliberately, and after some 
sort of consultation... The noble Lord 
told them that they might take it for 
granted that the Government would act 
in a Constitutional way, and for the in- 
terests of the country. Of course, every- 
body acted in a Constitutional way, be- 
cause no one knew what Constitu- 
tionalism really was. Why should they 
trust the aise Government upon 
questions of foreign policy? It was 
not appointed to settle the Eastern 
Question. It was appointed to settle 
the Member for Mid Lothian, and it had 
settled him. It was the duty of the 
Op osition, acting on the maxim once 
Tabd down by the noble Lord himself, to 
oppose the Ministry on all suitable occa- 
sions. Although they knew the opinion 
of the Government on the Irish Ques- 
tion, they did not know its opinion on 
the Eastern Question ; and they wanted 
to have it clearly stated that no new en- 
gagements, no confederacies, no com- 
plications should be entered into until 
the policy was plainly laid before the 
Representatives of the people. He 
denied that this involved any inter- 
ference with the action of the Executive. 
All they wanted was one broad declara- 
tion of policy from the noble Lord. The 
Eastern Question was just this—Were 
they to spend money and men in keeping 
the Turks at Constantinople and pre- 
venting the Russians going there? At 
the present moment everybody knew 
that the approach of Russia towards 
Constantinople was within a more mea- 
surable distance than it had ever been 
within the lifetime of the present gene- 
ration. That state of affairs, so far 
from causing a scare, was being taken 
by the people very quietly. “he news- 
papers were taking it calmly and ration- 
ally, and when newspaper editors got 
rational we might expect almost any- 
thing. All he asked was that the noble 
Lord should declare that he was in 
favour of a policy of non-intervention. 
The noble Lord was in a great position 
now. He had no trouble on his hands 
at Prevent, except a little war in Burmah 
and one in Belfast. He led the House 
with ability and approbation, The 
Liberal Unionists had gone into seclu- 
sion. He had behind him +19 Gentle- 
men who would follow him on every 
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question wherever he went, In short, 
he was like the Dictator in the Spanish 


Republic, who was told on his deathbed | 


that he was to forgive his enemies. ‘I 
have none,” was the reply, ‘I have 
shot them all.” The noble Lord had 
sent all his enemies to the House of 
Peers. Now was his chance. Now was 
his opportunity for proving that he was 
a great statesman. The noble Lord in his 
heart, he believed, agreed with every 
word he was saying, for he had a suspi- 
cion that the noble Lord was the biggest 
Radical in the House, and some day his 
319 followers behind him would find 
that out. Let him get up, or let some- 
body else get up for him — anyone 
would do it, if he told them todo it— 
and say that he, on behalf of this coun- 
try, did not care two straws whether the 
Turks or the Russians were at Constan- 
tinople, he would have gone a great 
way to settle the Eastern Question, as 
far as this country was concerned, and 
to promote the peace of Europe and the 
world. He would become the head 
pacificator of Europe ; he would send the 
Radicals away in a happy and grateful 
frame of mind; and he would make him- 
self an everlasting name as the Minister 
who, for once in a way, had spoken 
common sense on a question of foreign 
olicy. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton), 
differing from the noble Lord, thought 
that the suggestion of his hon. Friend 
the Member for Haggerston was essen- 
tially a practical suggestion. In other 
countries the Legislatures had a voice in 
the liabilities and obligations which 
were incurred by their Governments, 
and that had been found in practice 
to work most advantageously. In the 
United States every Treaty was submitted 
to the Senate and confirmed before bein 
adopted by the country, The Unite 
States thus could live at peace and amity 
with other countries, and they were not 
ever meddling in disputes which did not 
concern them. In France, again, the 
Executive could not undertake any war 
without the consent of the Legislature ; 
and he asserted that, had a similar power 
been vested in the British Legislature 
before the bombardment of Alexandria, 
the assent of the British Parliament to 
the bombardment would not have been 
given at that moment to the Executive, 
and the lives and treasure subsequentl 
spent in Egypt might have been saved. 


{Szrrumprr 22, 1886} 
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When the noble: Lord to them 


| not to discuss the Eastern Question on 


the ground that it might shake the con- 
fidence of Foreign Governments in Her 
Majesty's Government, who ought to be 
considered as acting for the nation col- 
lectively, he would point out to him that 
his Government had not the confidence 
of that House or of the ig { Minis- 
terial laughter.) Surely hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were aware that the Liberal 
nionists took every opportunity of 
saying that, with the exception of mat- 
ters regarding Ireland, they had no con- 
fidence in the Government. Now, they 
must consider what was the policy of the 
Conservative Government when last in 
ower and in a majority. At that time 
rd Salisbury was strongly in favour 
of the maintenance of the Turkish Em- 
pire, and most anxious that. we should 
go to war then in order to defend the 
urkish Empire against Russian aggres- 
sion. They wanted foreign countries to 
understand that there was a Party in 
this country—it might be a minority— 
who did not agree with the traditional 
policy of this country—the maintenance 
of the Turkish Empire in the Mediter- 
ranean. As regarded Bulgaria, again, 
it would be infinitely better that we 
should not interfere the least in the 
matter. We ought to Jet the Bulgarians 
chose their own Governor, and let the 
Russians, Turks, and Austrians fight it 
out as they liked. We might look on 
with sorrow and regret that persons 
should be so foolish as to fight; but 
certainly, if we were wise, we should 
not join in it, and envenom it by so 
doing. Why were we in Egypt? Be- 
cause, as the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer had said, he felt it necessary to 
continue the policy of the right hon. 
Member for Mid Lothian. |The Onan- 
cetton of the Excuequer: Never.] 
Well, it was to carry out the obligations 
of the preceding Government. And so 
it always was—succeeding Governments 
were bound by the engagements of their 
Predecessors ; but each protested against 
the action of the other. We were not 
in Egypt for the benefit of the Egyptians, 
or that of Turkey, or that of Europe, 
who all wished us away; and we were 
not there for our own, for our remaining 
there cost us £300,900 or £400,000 
a-year. We were there simply because 
we had a vague idea that a policy of 
grab was a good policy, We were not 
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like the dog in the manger, because the 
animal was in his own manger; but 
we were like a dog in somebody else’s 
manger. Let the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer read over the excellent speeches 
he had made on the subject when not in 
Office, and give effect to them now that 
he was in power. There was an idea 
that the Sea route was necessary to 
us for the defence of India ; but military 
and naval men were — that if we 
went to war with a Naval Power we 
should close the Red Sea route at Aden 
and send everything round by the Cape. 
Therefore, there was not the slightest 
necessity for us to hold Egypt or the 
Suez Canal, or for our meddling unne- 
cessarily with what went on in Turkey. 
If Russia went to Constantinople we 
might regret it; but it would be most 
unwise to go to war to preventit. There 
had been other illusions as to India. In 
point of fact,we were the aggressors and 
not the Russians. MJRussia naturally 
wanted to get to the sea; we were 
perpetually interfering to prevent her 
doing so; and Russia retorted by push- 
ing on towards our Indian Frontier, 
but without any intention of invading 
India. If Russia were at Constanti- 
nople India would be safer than it was 
now, because Russia would be satisfied, 
and the two countries would live in 
peace and amity. There was no reason 
why we should not always be the best 
friends with Russia, except that we were 
always interfering with her natural 
rights and the necessity of her position. 
The Colonies would not stand by us if 
we got into trouble through meddling 
with paltry questions of European 
boundaries and disputes. If we kept 
up a strong Navy, and maintained com- 
munication with our Colonies, no coun- 
try would attack us if we did not inter- 
fere in affairs that did not concern us. 
Within the last 100 years we had 
not been involved in war because we 
were attacked ; but we had drifted into 
war because we had meddled in matters 
that did not concern us. The country 
was now anti-Jingo. The former Go- 
vernment of Lord Salisbury was turned 
out because it was too Jingo; and the 
Liberals did not win at the last Election 
because, notwithstanding Radical pro- 
tests, we remained in Egypt. If the 
present Government wished to remain 
in power they would do well to remem- 
ber what had occurred to both Lord 


Mr. Labouchere 
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Salisbury and the right hon. Member 
for Mid Lothian, and they would open! 
declare that we washed our:hands of 


European troubles, that we had nothi 

to do with them, and, that we woul 
not: interfere with them, but. that we 
would have a strong Navy, we would 
maintain our communication with our 
Colonies, and that we would only 

to war with avy’ country that direetly 
attacked us. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Resolved, That this House will, at the 
rising of the House this day, adjourn 
till Saturday.—(Mr. Chancellor of the 


Exchequer.) 


House sdicnrned ata hea after 
ine o'clock till Saturday. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, 23rd September, 1886. 


Postic Birt — Second Reading — Committee 
negatived — Third Reading — Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation),* and passed. 


ARMY — EFFICIENCY OF THE NEW 
RIFLE — INSTRUCTIONS TO THE 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY — THE 
RESERVE FORCES. 

QUESTION. OBSERVATIONS. 


Tue Bart or WEMYSS, in rising to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, What instructions have been given 
to the Committee appointed to inquire 
as to the efficiency of the new rifle; and, 
what are the intentions of the Govern- 
ment regarding the Reserve Forces? said, 
that latterly the condition of their mili- 
tary armaments was a question which oc- 
cupied considerable public attention, aud 
it was not creditable to the Government of 
this country that some British guns were 
in their present unsatisfactory and ineffi- 
cient condition. He pointed to the un- 
satisfactory condition of the armaments 
of the country, declaring that our big 
guns burst, our bayonets bent, and our 
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swords broke—a condition of : things 
which, should not exist in a ‘country 
which prided itself upon its manufac- 
turing ability. _He had been a Member 
of a Committee on Small. Arms some 
years ago, and when the length of the 
rifle was redueed it was thought neces- 
sary to add to the length of the bayonet, 
with the result that they were much 
weaker. He could not but hope that 
the Government, in view of the pro- 
posal to, adopt; a, new, rifle, would con- 
sider the question of the bayonets also. 
It was not, however, to these points that 
he desired to call attention on the pre- 
sent occasion. What he wished to do 
was to ask for information concerning 
the new rifle, and the intentions of the 
Government as regarded the organiza- 
tion of the Reserve Forces. No one was 
more anxious than himself to see an im- 
proved weapon; but the question was 
whether the improvements in this new 
rifle would make it worth while to 
change the arm? He believed that 
these new rifles had only been so far 
adopted in the Service that a certain 
number of them were issued for trial, 
and that the Reports had come in and 
would be submitted to the consideration 
of a Committee.. He should like to know 
who were to be the Members of that 
Committee; what its instructions were, 
and whether its inquiry was confined 
simply to consideration of these Reports, 
or whether they had the power to con- 
sider whether it was desirable or not to 
have this rifle or some other rifle? His 
own belief was that the present Martini- 
Henry rifle was, for all practical military 
purposes, as good a, weapon as could be 
desired. It had been already tested in 
the field, and had done good service. He 
had-a letter from the Colonel of the Sea- 
forth Highlanders, than whose testimony 
in favour of the Martini-Henry nothing 
could be stronger. That letter showed 
that even in sandy, dusty districts of the 
‘Soudan in no one instance had a rifle 
become unserviceable by any defect of 
the rifle. With reference to the second 
part of his Question, as to what were 
the intentions of the Government as re- 
garded the organization of the Reserve 
Forces, he had three years ago called 
attention to the fact that the Militia was 
in a rotten state, it being 30,000 below 
its proper Establishment, and it also eon- 
tained 80,000 men who properly be- 
longed to the Army Reserve; and both 
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in its numbers and its organization this 
branch of. the Force required. improve- 
ment. He asserted that the Militia Re- 
serve, which was the backbone of the 
Army, ought to be increased. With re- 
gard to the Yeomanry, he believed that 
it might be made a most valuable force 
if it were turned into a kind of Rifle 
Cavalry. The Volunteers were the only 
part of the Reserves which were tho- 
roughly satisfactory in point of num- 
bers ; but they were so deficient in point 
of equipment, in transport, in commis- 
sariat, and in field artillery that they 
were practically useless. In his opinion, 
it was absolutely necessary that the 
whole Volunteer Establishment should 
be properly equipped. What was re- 
quired in our military administration 
was that the truth should be spoken more 
freely. He maintained that both Parties 
were to blame for the present unsatisfac- 
tory condition of the Reserves. He should 
be surprised to see any ex-Secretary 
of State for War get up in his place 
and state that he had been thoroughly 
satisfied with the way in which his De- 
partment had been treated by the Cabi- 
net and by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer when he was in Office. At present 
great injustice was being done to the 
British taxpayer; but he believed that 
if the Secretary of State for War, or the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, would come 
forward and tell the constituencies that 
the state of things was unsatisfactory, 
and would threaten to resign unless an 
inerease of expenditure were granted, 
the British taxpayer would gladly assent 
to a loan of £10,000,000. Such distrust 
had arisen with regard to these matters, 
that a Committee had been formed, called 
the Imperial Defence Committee, of 
which Lord Napier was a Member, and 
which had been joinec by Representa- 
tives of all our great Colonies. Its ob- 
ject was to endeavour to find out in all 
directions what our deficiencies were ; to 
open the eyes of the nation by Questions 
and Motions in both Houses of Parlia- 
ment; and, if necessary, to hold public 
meetings, which at any rate would call 
the attention of the ‘‘man in the street” 
to the real state of our military and 
naval defences. He must apologize for 
troubling their Lordships with these ob- 
servations at this time, and in conelusion 
begged to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War the Question of which he 
had given Notice. 
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Tate UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Hagnis) said, 
there was a need for ro oe rl to 
apologize for engaging their Lordships’ 
attention ona subfect of such vital im- 

rtance to the nation as its defence. 

e, however, had scarcely been pre- 
pared for the somewhat wide range 
which the noble Earl’s speech had taken 
on that occasion. Had the noble Earl 
during the last six weeks when the 
House was sitting daily enlivened and 
interested their discussions by speeches 
as brilliant as that he had delivered that 
evening their proceedings would have 
been a little more interesting. In the 
course of his speech the noble Earl had 
ranged from England to Duleigno; but, 
for his own part, he should content him- 
self by answering the Questions which 
the noble Earl had put to him. The 
noble Earl had asked what instructions 
had been issued to the Committee on 
the Enfield-Martini rifle ? Those instruc- 
tions were— 

‘To consider the Reports which had been 
made on the 1,000 Enfield-Martini rifles issued 
to the troops for trial, and to submit recom- 
mendations as to any modifications in the rifle 
and bayonet which they might consider desir- 
able, looking to the experience gained in the 
trials and to the suggestions of officers who have 
reported on the arms.” 

He did not happen to remember all the 
names of the Committee; but noe it 
were Colonel Philip Smith, Sir Henry 
Halford, Mr. Guy Dawnay, and Colonel 
Tongue, who were all men of great prac- 
tical experience. The noble Earl had 
suggested that Mr. Ross should be added 
to the Committee on account of his tho- 
rough practical knowledge of the use of 
the rifle; but he would point out that 
Colonel Smith, Mr. Guy Dawnay, and 
others with large practical knowledge of 
the use of the rifle were on the Commit- 
tee, and, without detracting at all from 
the experience of Mr. Ross, he thought 
it would hardly be advisable to add to 
the membership of the Committee, which 
was sufficiently large already. The 
noble Earl had gone into the question 
of guns, bayonets, and swords, and 
the Government hoped to obtain all the 
information necessary from the Commis- 
sion. He could assure the noble Earl 
that upon this question the Government 
would take all recommendations into 
consideration. He was not surprised 
that the noble Earl was rather anxious 
as to whether the new rifle would drive 
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the Martini-H from the field, be- 
cause the noble Earl was instrumental 
in introducing the latter weapon. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS : No: I was 
only on the second Committee, after the 
Martini-Henry had been adopted. 

Lorp HARRIS: But the noble Earl 
was strongly in favour of the Mariini- 
Henry. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Yes. 

Lorp HARRIS: And, speaking in 
regard to it in 1871, the noble Earl said 
the wish of everyone was to provide the 
British Army with the best rifle pos- 
sible. Now, he (Lord Harris) would 
use that very language, and it was with 
that object that the Committee was now 
sitting. There was nothing binding the 
Government to adopt the new weapon. 
They only wished to know if it was 
better than the Martini-Henry; and 
obviously it was the duty of the War 
Department to keep abreast of the ad- 
vance and improvement in all such wea- 
pons. It would be of the greatest ad- 
vantage, for instance, that a rifle should 
be as light as possible, which would 
admit of the soldier carrying the largest 
possible supply of ammunition. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: But the 
new rifle is heavier. 

Lorp HARRIS was not saying whe- 
ther the new rifle was heavier or not. 
He was only saying what the noble 
Earl said in 1871, when of two patterns 
of the Martini-Henry the shorter rifle 
was adopted because it was lighter. 
Those were questions which it was neces- 
sary to take up; and the noble Earl 
need not be afraid that the new rifle 
would be adopted without due caution 
and care being taken to secure that it 
was an improvement. Some sugges- 
tions which the noble Earl had made on 
the subject would receive due conside- 
ration. Then, as regarded the organiza- 
tion of the Reserve Forces, shat must 
depend upon the mobilization of the 
Army Corps, and there was a scheme 
now under consideration in reference to 
the matter. The points referred to by 
the noble Earl in reference to transport 
had not escaped the notice of the Go- 
vernment. He thought that the obser- 
vations of the noble Earl were directed 
very much towards registration of trans- 
port in localities. That was a matter 
which had certainly not escaped the 
attention of the Government; and he 
hoped sincerely that before very long 
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the point. | ‘The - 
chia gee against the Militia which he 
must repudiate in toto, ‘The noble Earl 






said it was’ in’ a ‘perfectly rotten con- 


dition.” 

Tit Eart of WEMYSS: As regards 
numbers. _, a rat 

Lorv HARRIS, said, he must deny 
that thé Militia was ina rotten’ con- 
dition even as reperacd numbers. The 
figures showed that the Militia, in the 
last two or three years, had been rapidly 
improving. ‘With regard to recruiting, in 
1881-2 the number was 23,432, in 1882-3 
the number was 32,049, in 1883-4 it 
was 36,047, and in 1884-5 it had in- 
creased to 40,917, nearly 5,000 more than 
in the year before. The numbers coming 
up to the preliminary and other drills 
had also decidedly improved. Then, as 
to recruit absenteés, in 1881-2 the 10s. 
bounty was partially abolished, and in 
the next two years wholly abolished. 
The percentage of absentees for the five 
years previous to the abolition of the 
10x. bounty was in 1876-7 24 per cent, 
in 1877-8 21 per cent, in 1878-9 16 per 
cent, in 1879-80 14 per cent, and in 
1880-1 12 per cent. In the year 1881-2 
it was 3°9 per cent, in 1882-3 it was 
4°7 per cent, in 1883-4 it was 1°4 per 
cent, and in 1884-5 it was 1-6 per cent. 
Since ‘the abolition of the 10s. bounty, 
therefore, the percentage of absentees 
had droppéd to 1-6 per cent. That, he 
thought, ‘was a state of things which 
the noble Earl’ must admit Was satis- 
factory. ‘Then, as regarded the quality 
of the men, out of 172 Reports from 
ingpeeting officers 159 ran from fair 
and ‘very fair to very good and most 
satisfactory. With respect to the waste 
from the Militia, it was more than met 
now by the numbers that joined, In 
1885 the net increase over the waste was 
3,816, and in 1884 4,940, making a total 
of 8,756; and if that increase continued 
in a few years the Establishment would 
be complete. At present it was 17,907 
short, and he admitted that if they in- 
eluded those absent without leave it 
amounted to 28,334. The comparative 
annual increase and decrease in the 
Militia during the last five years showed 
that the annual average strength might 


be taken as'108,227, the arinual average 
increase as 35,225, and the annual ave- 
rage decredse as 37,248, making an an- 
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5,357, in 1882 of 6,899, and in 1883, of 
6,614, and an increase in 1884 of 4,940, 


j and ig 1885 of 3,816: In the last two 


years it had improved so remarkably 
that he thought the noble Earl must 
admit that the condition of the Militia 
as regarded nutabers was not in the 
rotten condition that he represented, 
From placed before hinr that 
day, he thought he might fairly say 
that the satisfactory, state of things 
which had been going on during the 
last two years was likely to be main- 
tained this year. He acknowledged 
that the drain from the Militia. into 
the Re was increasing; but, on 
the other hand, he found that there 
was a much larger number of men who 
had been discharged from the A 
joining the Militia. He did not thin 
that upon those fi which the noble 
Earl could have got for himself by re- 
ferring to the Report of the Inspector 
General of Recruiting, the noble Earl 
was justified in saying that the Militia 
as regarded numbers was in a thoroughly 
rotten condition. With respect to the 
Yeomanry, he entirely agreed with the 
statements of the noble Earl; and if 
the regiments were willing to become 
Rifle Cavalry it would be the very best 
thing they could do. He did not think 
that there could be a more useful body 
of men for the protection of the interior 
of England than such a body as the 
Yeomanry. The men were used to 
horses and to the rifle, and as‘a body 
they could move about with celerity 
from spot to spot. Personally, he hoped 
that this was a change which would 
take place. The condition of things 
icultural, however, was so bad just 
now that the Yeomanry were suffering 
more than any other branch of the 
Service. As to the field artillery, he 
was informed on the very highest autho- 
rity that it required constant and daily 
practice to be properly and efficientl 
worked, and the question was one whic 
had not escaped the attention of the 
Government. With re to transport 
and commissariat, he had refe to 
that matter; it depended entirely upon 
the mobilization of the Arm ; 
As to the Volunteers, the noble Earl 
knew that the Government had under 
consideration at the present moment the 
question of ‘an increase of the capita- 
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tion grant. The Government recog- 
nized quite as clearly as the noble Earl 
did the enormous advan which it 
was to the country to have a Volunteer 
Army such as ours was. Beyond the 
fact of having a body of trained men 
there was the enormous advantage of 
improved nom ue and of military dis- 
cipline to be calculated among a a 
body of men now passing through the 
Volunteers, and there was also the effect 
which all this must have upon a large 
body of the people. The Government 
were fully alive to these advantages, and 
they quite recognized the absolute neces- 
sity of the Government and the country 
giving as much support as possible to 
the Volunteers. But he thought it was 
the bounden duty of every Government 
to take care that in these matters which 
the country had to pay for there should 
be ar adequate return for the money. 
He thought there was a suspicion of a 
covert sneer in the reference which the 
noble Earl made to the remarks of the 
Secretary of State for War in ‘“ another 

lace’’as to the interests of the taxpayers. 

t was not only the duty of a responsible 
Government to see that this adequate 
return was secured, but it stretched 
further, and it was the duty of every 
Legislator, whether elective or heredi- 
tary, to consider the interests of the rate- 
payers. He could assure the noble Earl 
that it was not only the wish, but also 
the present intention, of the Government 
to do as the Secretary of State for War 
said in ‘‘another place;” and, to use 
the noble Earl’s own words, to put such 
a Volunteer Force as would be adequate 
to the wants of the nation in as satis- 
factory a condition as possible. He could 
not conceive a more satisfactory statement 
than this with regard to the Volunteers ; 
and he hoped that in a short time, now 
that the Returns had come in, the Go- 
vernment would be able to say what it 
was that they proposed to do with refer- 
ence to the increase in the capitation 
grant. He could not sit down without 
congratulating the noble Earl upon the 
fact that, having for some time back 
cared for the liberty and property of the 
individual, he was now turning his at- 
tention to a wider field, and had taken 
up the question of the defence of the 
Empire. He did not know whether the 
advice which the noble Earl was likely 
to get from the “ man in the street” was 
of great advantage; but he was quite 


Lord Harris 
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sure it would swell the records of the 
Committee which was about to be formed. 
He hoped the statements which he had 
been able to make would not be con- 
sidered unsatisfactory by the noble 
Earl. 

Toe Eart or WEMYSS said he 
would withdraw the word “ rotten,” and 
say that the state of the Militia was 
thoroughly unsatisfactory. He main- 
tained that this was the condition of 
that Force, even according to the noble 
Lord’s own showing. As regards the 
granting of field artillery to the Volun- 
teers, of course, the officers who advised 
the War Department, being Royal Ar- 
tillerists, looked for perfection in such 
matters. But half-a-loaf was better 
than no bread, and he was sure that the 
Artillery Volunteers, if they had these 
guns, would attain a very respectable 
degree of efficiency in the use of them. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIATION) 
BILL. 


Read 2* (according to order) ; Committee 
negatived : Then Standing Order No. XXXV. 
considered (according to order), and dispensed 
with : Bill read 3+, and passed. 


House ee at a quarter past Five 
o’clock, to Saturday next, a quarter 
before Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Saturday, 25th September, 1886. 


MINUTES.]— Setecr Commirrer — Report— 
Employers’ Liability Act (1880) Amendment 
[No. 24]. 

Purtic Brits — Royal Assent — Consolidated 
Fund (Appropriation) [50 Vict. c. 1]; Secret 
Service Re (50 Viet. c. 2}; Submarine 
Telegraph Act (1885) Amendment [50 Vict. 
c. 3]; Disturbances at Belfast Inquiry 
[50 Vict, c. 4]; Expiring Laws Continuance 
[50 Viet. c. 5). 

ProvistonaL OrpER Britis — Royal Assent — 
Elementary Education Confirmation (Bir- 
po ae Vict. c. i.J; Elementary Edu- 
cation Confirmation (London) [50 Viet. c. ii.) ; 
Local Government (Poor Law) (No. 7) [50 
Vict. ¢. iii); Local Government (County 
Divisions) [50 Vict. c. iv.]; Local Govern- 
ment (Gas) [50 Vict. c. v.]; Local Govern- 
ment (No. 3) [50 Vict. c. vii.]; Local Go- 
vernment (No. 6) [50 Viet. c. viii}; Pier 
and Harbour [50 Vict. c. ix.]; Tramways 
(No. 1) [60 Viet. c. x.]; Local Government 
(No. 8) [60 Viet. c. xi.]; Local Government 





~ ana wee 
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(No. 9) [oe Vict. o. xii.]; Local Government 
(Ireland) (Public Health Act) (No. 2) [50 
Viet. ¢. xiii.]; Local Government (No. 7) 
[50 Vict. c. xv.]; Local Government (High- 
ways) [50 Viet. c. vi.]; Local Government 
(No. 5) [50 Viet. c. xiv.]; Local Government 
(No. 10) [50 Vict. c. xv.}; Local Government 
(No. 11) [50 Vict. c. xvii.]; Electric Lighting 
[60 Vict. c. xviii}; Gas (No. 2) [50 Viet. 
c. xix.]; Public Health (Scotland) (Urray 
Water) (50 Vict. c. xx.]; Tramways (No. 2) 
[50 Vict. c. xxi.]; Tramways (No. 3) [50 
Vict. c. xxii.). 


PROROGATION OF THE PARLIAMENT— 
HER MAJESTY’S SPEECH. 
Tue PARLIAMENT was this day 
prorogued by Commission. 


Taz LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hatssury) acquainted the House that 
Her Majesty had been pleased to grant 
two several Commissions; one for de- 
claring Her Royal Assent to several 
Bills agreed to by both Houses of Par- 
liament, and the other for proroguing 
the Parliament :—And the Lorps Oom- 
MIssIoONERS—namely, The Lorp CHan- 
ceLtor; The Eart of IpprsteicH (Se- 
cretary of State for Foreign Affairs) ; 
The Lorp Srantey of Preston (Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade) ; The Eart 
of Kiytore (Captain of the Yeomen of 
the Guard); and The Lorp SsvurTe 
(Viscount Barrington) (Captain of the 
Gentlemen at Arms)—being in their 
Robes, and seated on a Form between 
the Throne und the Woolsack ; and the 
Commons being come, with theirSpeaker, 
and the Commission to that purpose 
being read, the Royat AssENT was given 
to several Bills. 


Then Tote LORD CHANCELLOR, 
pursuant to Her Majesty’s Command, 
delivered Her Majesty’s Speech, as 
follows :— 

“ My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

“T am glad to be able to release you 
from your arduous duties. 

“My relations with foreign Powers 
continue to be friendly. 

“The mutiny of a portion of the 
Bulgarian army has led to the abdica- 
tion of Prince Alexander. A Regency 
has been established, which is now ad- 
ministering the affairs of the Prin- 
cipality, and preparations are being 
made for the election of his successor, 
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in accordance with the provisions of 
the Treaty of Berlin. 

“In answer to a communication 
addressed by the Porte to the Signa- 
tory Powers, parties to that Treaty, 
IT have stated that, so far as this coun- 
try is concerned, there will be no in- 
fraction of the conditions guaranteed 
by Treaties to Bulgaria. Assurances 
to the same effect have been given by 
other Powers. 

“ The demarcation of the Afghan 
frontier has advanced to within a few 
miles of the Oxus. In view of the 
approach of winter, my Commission 
has been withdrawn ; but the infor- 
mation which they have obtained will 
be sufficient for the determination, by 
direct negotiation between the two 
Courts, of the portion of frontier 
which still remains unmarked. 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Com- 
mons, 
“T thank you for the supplies which 
you have voted for the requirements of 
the public service. 


“ My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

“T have directed the issue of a 
Commission to inquire into the cir- 
cumstances which appear to have pre- 
vented the anticipated operation of 
recent Acts dealing with the tenure 
and purchase of land in Ireland. 

“T have observed with much 
satisfaction the interest which in an 
increasing degree is evinced by the 
people of this country in the welfare 
of their Colonial and Indian fellow- 
subjects; and I am led to the con- 
viction that there is on all sides a 
growing desire to draw closer in every 
practicable way the bonds which unite 
the various portions of the Empire. 
I have authorised communications to 
be entered into with the principal 
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Colonial Governments with a view to 
the fuller consideration of matters of 
common interest. 

“I pray that the blessing of Al- 
mighty God may be with you.” 


Then a Commission for proroguing 
the Parliament was read. 


After which, 
Tae LORD CHANCELLOR said— 


My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, we 
do, in Her Majesty’s Name, and in 
obedience to Her Commands, prorogue 
this Parliament to Thursday the Eleventh 
day of November next, to be then here 
holden ; and this Parliament is accord- 
ingly prorogued to Thursday the Eleventh 
day of November next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Saturday, 25th September, 1886. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Twelve of the clock. 


QUESTIONS. 


—— Qasnee 


OFFICE OF WORKS (FURNITURE DE- 
PARTMENT)—MEMORIAL OF 
ASSISTANTS. 


Mr. LAWSON (St. Pancras, W.) 
asked the First Commissioner of Works, 
If his attention has been called to a 
Memorial presented by four assistants 
in the Furniture Department of the 
Office of Works dismissed in 1884; 
whether they have asked for an im- 
partial inquiry to elicit all the facts of 
the case, not known at the time of the 
dismissal of MacGillivray and his three 
fellow clerks; and, whether, under these 
circumstances, he will reconsider the de- 
cision which was then arrived at to refuse 
all further inquiry ? 














Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
PLUNKET) emg University): The 
case of the four assistants in the Furni- 
ture Department of the Office of Works 
dismissed in 1884 was, I am informed, 
very carefully gone into at the time, and 
has been further considered by each of 
my Predecessors in Office, and I cannot 
hold out any hope that I can depart 
from their decisions; but I shall read 
through the Papers myself with a view 
to seeing whether any new facts have 
been adduced. 


ROYAL PARKS AND PLEASURE 
GARDENS—KEW GARDENS. 


Mr. MACDONALD CAMERON 
(Wick, &c.) asked the First Commis- 
sioner of Works, Whether the seats 
promised to be put on the Thames 
frontage of Kew Gardens have been 
placed there; and, if not, when they 
will be; whether any further decision 
has been arrived at as to the opening of 
Queen’s Gate for public use; and, if 
not, would he state the reason ; whether 
it is proposed to remove the brick wall 
around the Gardens in Richmond Road ; 
and, whether the authorities will per- 
mit smoking in the grounds of the 
Gardens ? 

Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER (Mr. 
Puiunxet) (Dublin University): Sir, I 
will see that any promises which have 
been made as to placing seats on the 
Thames frontageof Kew Gardens shall be 
carried out without delay. As to the open- 
ing of Queen’s Gate—or more properly 
the Temperate House Gate—that sug- 
gestion has frequently been made to the 
Office of Works, and especially urgently 
and repeatedly by the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Kingston Division of 
Surrey (Sir Whittaker Ellis); but we 
have never been able to admit that a 
sufficient case has been made out. If ever 
the Lichfield Road is extended to the 
station, a new gate at the end of that 
road and immediately opposite the 
station will, we believe, meet the wants 
of the public. As to removing the 
brick wall round Kew Gardens, I am 
informed that that could not be done 
without injury to the Gardens, and 
without exposing many of the valuable 
shrubs in them to the destructive effects 
of easterly winds and dust. As to the 
suggestion to permit smoking in the 

rounds, that question is new to me; 
But I shall inquire into it. 
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INDIA—NAVANCORE— EXCLUSION OF 
M. MONTDAR. 


Mr. HUNTER (Aberdeen, N.) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, Whether there is any objection 
to lay upon the Table the Correspond- 
ence between Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the French Government re- 
lating to the exclusion of M. Montdar 
from Navancore, and the alleged injus- 
tice of which M. Montdar complains of 
having received from the Government 
of India ? 

Taz UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Sir James Ferevsson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.), im reply, said, this was a 
matter which really related to the Indian 
Department; but he was informed by 
that Department that they could not 
agree to presenting the Papers, because 
the matter was one of a personal cha- 
racter, and not of public importance. 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA (LAW AND 
JUSTICE)—APPOINTMENT OF 
THIRD JUDGE. 


Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.) asked the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, If it 
is the intention of the Government to 
adhere to the 75th Regulation of the 
Colonial Office in making the appoint- 
ment of Third Judge in Western Aus- 
tralia? 

Tar PRESIDENT or trae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Rircutre) 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) (who re- 
plied) said, that the Colonial Office was 
not aware of any proposal to the effect 
stated in the Question of the hon. 
Member. 


GREAT BRITAIN AND SPAIN—TREATY 
OF EXTRADITION. 


Mr. F. 8. STEVENSON (Suffolk, 
Eye) (for Mr. Surrtzy) (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Doncaster) asked the Under Se- 
cretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
Whether any Extradition Treaty exists 
with Spain; and, if not, whether such 
a Treaty can be negotiated, so that 
criminals may not escape justice by 
going to a Foreign Country ? 

Tae UNDER SECRETARY 


OF 


STATE (Sir James Ferevsson) (Man- 
chester, N.E.): Yes, Sir; there is an 
Extradition Treaty with Spain, con- 
— on June 14, 1878, and still in 
orce. 


{SzpremsBer 25, 1886} 





(Scotland). 1354 

ACCESSION OF HER MAJESTY THE 
QUEEN—CELEBRATION OF 

THE JUBILEE. 


Mr. LAWSON (St. Pancras, W.) (for 
Mr. Suretey) (Yorkshire, W.R., Don- 
caster) asked Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Whether it is the intention of 
the Government that the jubilee year 
of Her Majesty’s accession to the Throne 
should be appropriately celebrated in 
some National manner, so as to give 
pleasure and satisfaction to all loyal 
subjects; and, if so, can he state whe- 
ther the Government have considered 
the manner in which such celebration 
would most fitly take place; and, whe- 
ther their attention has been drawn to 
the recent suggestion of the Prince of 
Wales as to the Colonial Exhibition ? 

Tae CHANCELLOR or truz EXOHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotru CuxvROHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): Of course, it will be 
of great interest to the Government that 
the jubilee year of Her Majesty’s Reign 
should be marked by appropriate cele- 
brations; and, of course, the Govern- 
ment will consider the question, as far 
as it may lie within their province to do 
so. But all celebrations of this kind 
will probably ss greater value in 
proportion as they arise from the spon- 
taneous action of the people. 


PUBLIC WORKS (IRELAND) — CONSTI- 
TUTION OF THE PROPOSED 
ROYAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. MURPHY (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) 
asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Whether he could give the names of the 
gentlemen who would constitute the 
Royal Commission on Public Works in 
Ireland ? 

TaeCHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER (Lord Raypotrn CxvurcuHitt) 
(Paddington, 8.), in reply, said, it was 
not in the power of the Government at 
present todo so. The matter was one 
which required very careful considera- 
tion. 


EVICTIONS (SCOTLAND)—EVICTION ON 
THE CHISHOLM ESTATE, INVER- 
NESS-SHIRE. 

Mr. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) said, 
he wished to ask the Secretary for Scot- 
land a Question of which he had given 
him private Notice. 
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Taz CHANCELLOR or tuz EXOCHE- 
QUER (Lord Ranpotrpnx CHuRCHILL) 
(Paddington, 8.): My right hon. Friend 
is not here. 

Mr. WALLAOE, continuing, said, 
the Question was, Whether the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman had been 
drawn to a paragraph in The St. James’s 
Gazette on the 22nd September, headed 
‘‘ Scotch Evictions,’’ in which a corre- 

ondent stated that an eviction took 
mn during the preceding week on the 
Chisholm estate, Inverness-shire, the 
farmer and his wife being turned out | 
on the roadside? The hon. Member 
then read the whole of the para-| 


| 
“—_ 

r. ADDISON (Ashton-under-Lyne), | 
rising to Order, asked the Speaker whe- 
ther it was in Order to read to the 
House a lorg article from a news- 
paper ? 

rn. SPEAKER said, it was not out 
of Order if the hon. Member was laying 
the foundation for an Answer; but it 
might be for the convenience of the 
House if the hon. Member would abridge 
the quotation. 

Mr. WALLACE: I cannot shorten 
it, because I have finished. The re- 
mainder of my Question is to this 
effect—— 


{COMMONS} 
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PROROGATION OF THE PARLIAMENT. 
Message to attend The Lorps Com- 
MISSIONERS ;— 






















The House went ;—and a Royal Com- 
mission to that purpose having been 
read, the Royal Assent was given to 
several Bills. 


And afterwards Her Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
Houses of Parliament by the Lord High 
Chancellor (in pursuance of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Command). 


Then a Commission for proroguing 
the Parliament was read. 

After which, 

Tut LORD CHANCELLOR said— 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, we 
do, in Her Majesty’s Name and in obe- 
dience to Her Commands, prorogue this 
Parliament to Thursday the 11th day of 
November next, to be then here holden ; 
and this Parliament is accordingly pro- 
rogued to Thursday the llth day of 
November next. 








LONDON: CORNELIUS BUCK AND 80N, 22, PATERNOSTER ROW, E.C. 
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1. A® Act to apply a sum out of the Con- , 3. An Act to amend the Submarine Telegraph 
solidated Fund to the service of the; Act, 1885. 
year ending on the thirty-first day of March |4 an Act for facilitating the proceedings of 
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iii. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order of 
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visions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and éx- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
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iv. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board under the pro- 
visions of the Redistribution of Seats Act, 
1885, relating to the Parish of Misson. 
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v. An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders | 


of the Local Government Board under the | 
provisions of the Gas and Water Works Fa- | 


cilities Act, 1870, and the Public Health Act, | 


1875, relatin to the Borough of Droitwich, 
and the Government 
den and Penrith. 

vi. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board under the 
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Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
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of Cheshunt and Cleckheaton, the Borough | xvi. An Act to confirm certain 
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Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Boroughs of Bangor and Brad. 
ford (Yorkshire), and the Local Government 
District of Tyldesley-with-Shakerley. 

xii. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board relating to the 
Local Government District of Panteg. 


. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
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a relating to Galway and London- 
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xiv. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Rural Sanitary District of the 
— Union, the Boroughs of Kingston- 

n-Hull and Newport (Mon.), and the City 
York. 

xv. of Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government re- 
lating to the Borough of Bradford (Yorks), 
the City of Chichester, the Local Government 
Districts of Cleator Moor and Hornsey, the 
Districts of Maryport, Southborough, and 
Tunbridge Wells, and the West Kent Main 
Sewerage District. 
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Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Boroughs of Gateshead and 
Kingston-upon-Hull, the Local Government 
District of North Bierley, and the Boroughs 
of Stockport and Wigan. 

xvii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Local Government District of 
Dukinfield, the City of Manchester, and the 
Rochester and Chatham Joint Hospital Dis- 
trict. 

xviii. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 


made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Act, 1882, relating to 
Chelsea. 


xix. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Abingdon Gas, Hoddesdon 
Gas, Honlsy Gas, Horley District Gas, and 
Langley Mill and Heanor Gas. 

xx. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 

under the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1867, 
relating to Urray Water. 

xxi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Brad- 
ford Corporation ‘Tramway s, Drypool and Mar- 
fleet Steam Tramways, City of 0. Oxford and 
District Tramways, and Stratford, Ilford, and 
Romford Tramways. 

xxii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 

Orders made by the Board of Trade under 

the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Bir- 

mingham ahd Western District ‘Tramways, 

Birmingham Central Tramways (Extension), 

South Birmingham Tramways (Extension), 

and South Staffordshire and Birmingham 

District Steam Tramways. 
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LOCAL ACTS. 





The Titles to which the Letter P. is prefixed are Public Acts 
of a Local Character. 


Pp, i. A* Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by the Education Department 


under the Elementary Education Act, 1870, | 


to enable the School Board for Birmingham 
to put in force the Lands Clauses Consolida- 
tion Act, 1845, and the Acts amending the 
same. 

P, ii. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 


made by the Education Department under | 


the Elementary Education Act, 1870, to en- 
able the School Board for London to put in 
force the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, and the Acts amending the same. 


| 


ton, the Borough of Dewsbury (two), the 

1 Government District of Heckmond- 
wike, the Boroughs of Lancaster and South- 
port, and the Local Government Districts of 
Ulverston and Widnes. 

P, ix. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, re- 
lating to Ballyshannon, Buckpool, Colding- 
ham, Cullen, Dovercourt, Dunbar, Loch 
Ranza, Lynmouth, Mevagissey, Newlyn, 
oe Saint Ives, Shanklizr, and Wex- 
ord. 


P. iii. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order | P. x. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
of the Local Government Board under the | 
provisions of the Divided Parishes and Poor 


w Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and 
extended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, re- 
lating to the Parish of Broadwell, and to the 
Hamlet of Filkins. 


Pp. iv. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order | 


of the Local Government Board under the 
provisions of the Redistribution of Seats Act, 
1885, relating to the Parish of Misson. 

P. y. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board under 
the provisions of the Gas and Water Works 
Facilities Act, 1870, and the Public Health 
Act, 1875, relating to the Borough of Droit- 
wich, and the Local Government Districts of 
Marsden and Penrith. 


P, vi. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Local Government Board under the 
Highways and Locomotives (Amendment) 
Act, 1878, relating to the County of Mont- 
gomery. 

P, vii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Improvement Act District of 
Cambridge, the Local Government Districts 
of Cheshunt and Cleckheaton, the Borough 
of Portsmouth, and the Rural Sanitary Dis- 
tricts of the Stockport and Wangford Unions 
(two). 

P, viii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Borough of Burslem, the Local 
Government District of Denton and Haugh- 
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Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Dudley, 
Stourbridge, and Kingswinford Tramways, 
Great Grimsby Street Tramways (Clee- 
thorpes Extension), Halifax and Districts 
Tramways, Jarrow and Hebburn and Dis- 
trict Tramways, and North Staffordshire 
Tramways. 

P, xi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Boroughs of Bangor and Brad- 
ford (Yorkshire), and the Local Government 
District of Tyldesley-with-Shakerley. 

P, xii. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Local Government Board relating to 
the Local Government District of Panteg. 

P. xiii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to Galway and London- 
derry. 

P. xiv. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Rural Sanitary District of the 
Barnet Union, the Boroughs of Kingston- 
upon-Hull and Newport (Mon.), and the City 
of York. 

P, xv. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government re- 
lating to the Borough of Bradford (Yorks), 
the City of Chichester, the Local Govern- 
ment Districts of Cleator Moor and Hornsey, 
the Districts of Maryport, Southborough, and 
Tunbridge Wells, a the West Kent Main 
Sewerage District. 
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Pp, xvi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Boroughs of Gateshead and 
Kingston-upon-Hull, the Local Government 
District of North Bierley, and the Boroughs 
of Stockport and Wigan. 

P., xvii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Local Government District of 
Dukinfield, the City of Manchester, and the 
Rochester and Chatham Joint Hospital Dis- 
trict. 

P, xviii. An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, relating to 
Chelsea. 

P, xix. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Abingdon Gas, Hoddesdon 
Gas, Honley Gas, Horley District Gas, and 
Langley Mill and Heanor Gas. 

Pp, xx. An Act to confirm a Provisionel Order 

under the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1867, 

relating to Urray Water. 

P. xxi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Brad- 
ford Corporation Tramways, Drypool and 
Marfleet. Steam Tramways, City of Oxford 
and District Tramways, and Stratford, Ilford 
and Romford Tramways. 

P, xxii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Bir- 
mingham and Western District Tramways, 
Birmingham Central Tramways (Extension), 
South Birmingham Tramways (Extension), 
and South Staffordshire and Birmingham 
District Steam Tramways. 

xxiii. An Act to extend the time for purchasing 
Lands and completing the Railways and 
works authorised by the Exeter Teign Valley 
and Chagford Railway Act 1883. 

xxiv. An Act for authorising the release of the 
Balance of the Deposit Fund remaining de- 
posited as security for the completion of cer- 
tain of the Tramways authorised by the 
Plymouth Devonport and District Tramways 
Act 1882. 

xxv. An Act to enable the Mayor Aldermen 
and Burgesses of the Borough of Salford to 
purchase waste lands in the Borough and for 
other purposes. 

xxvi. An Act to extend the time for the pur- 
chase of Lands and completion of certain 
Works authorised by the Moore Street Mar- 
ket and North Dublin City Improvement Act 
1882 and for other purposes. 

xxvii. An Act to enable certain fundamental 
Rules of the Institution called ‘‘ The Ware- 
housemen and Clerks’ Schools for orphan and 
necessitous Children ”’ to be repealed altered 
or amended at a special Court of the Institu- 
tion and for other purposes. 

xxviii. An Act for further extending the time 
for the completion of the Works authorised 
by the Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
Supplemental Act (Ireland) 1878 as extended 

the Commissioners of Public Works in 
Treland. 
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xxix. An Act to amend the Ionian Bank Act 
1882 and for other purposes. 

xxx. An Act for incorporating the Woodstock 
Railway Company and for other purposes. 

xxxi. An Act to incorporate and confer 
on the Leeds Compressed Air Power Com- 
pany and for other. purposes. 

xxxii. An Act for conferring further powers 
on the Lynton Railway Company for the 
construction of works and for other pur- 


poses. ‘ 
xxxiii. An Act to empower the St. Helens and 
Wigan Junction Railway Company to make 
new Railways and for other purposes. 
xxxiv. An Act to incorporate a Company and 
to authorise the sale and transfer to them of 
the Harbour of Ardrossan and for other pur- 


poses. 

xxxv. An Act for incorporating into a separate 
Company the holders of shares and stock in 
the railway undertaking of the Muswell Hill 
Estate Company Limited and for other pur- 


xxxvi. An Act to extend the time for con- 
structing the Chatham and Brompton Tram- 
ways. 

xxxvii. An Act for incorporating the Barry 
and Cadoxton Gas and Water Company and 
conferring powers on them for the construc- 
tion of works the supply of Gas and Water 
and for other purposes. 

xxxviii. An Act to extend the District and the 
limits of Water Supply of the Local Board 
for the District of Kelson in the County of 
Lancaster and to confer upon them further 
powers with respect to the acquisition and 
management of a Recreation Ground and the 
improvement and government of their Dis- 
trict and the raising of money ; and for other 
purposes. 

xxxix. An Act to empower the North London 
Tramways Company to raise new Capita! ; 
and for other purposes. 

xl. An Act to extend the powers of the Rother- 
ham and Bawtry Railway Company for the 
acquisition of Lands for and the completion 
of their authorised Railways ; and for other 
purposes. 

xli. An Act to provide for the acquisition of 
Parliament Hill and other Lands and their 
addition to Hampstead Heath. 

xlii. An Act to extend the Powers of Section 37 
of the Metropolitan Railway Act 1885 for the 
Purchase and Extinction of the Divided Or- 
dinary Stock of the Metropolitan Railway 
Company ; and for other purpuses. 

xliii. An Act to authorise the Seacombe Hoy- 
lake and Deeside Railway Company to con- 
struct Extension Railways; and for other 
purposes. 

xliv. An Act for conferring further powers on 
the Halifax High Level and North and 
South Junction Railway Company in rela- 
tion to their undertaking and for other pur- 
poses. 

xlv. An Act to authorise the Mersey Railway 
Company to extend their Railway in Birken- 
head and for other purposes. 

xlvi. An Act to confer further powers on the 
Midland and South-western Junction Rail- 
way Company and for other purposes. 
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xlvii. An Act to authorise the construction of | 
a Railway between Portsmouth and Hayling | 
Island with a Bridge available for road | 
traffic over the southern entrance to Lang- | 
stone Harbour and other works and for other 


sli, An Act to enable the Sutton and Wil- | 
loughby Railway Company to extend their 
Railway to Mablethorpe in the Parts of 
Lindsey in the County of Lincoln and to 
confer upon them further powers in relation | 
to their Undertaking ; and for other pur- 


S. 

xix. An Act to authorise the Manchester Shef- 
field and Lincolnshire Railway Company the 
Sheffield and Midland Railway Companies 
Committee and the Cheshire Lines Commit- | 
tee respectively to construct new Railways 
and other works and to confer further powers 
upon that Company and those Committees 
in connexion with their respective Under- | 
takings and for other purposes. 

1. An Act to explain and amend the Bank of 
South Australia Act, 1884; and for other | 


purposes. 
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li. An Act for the Abandonment of the Mid- 
land and Central Wales Junction Railway. 
lii. An Act to inco’ te the Plymouth and 

Devonport (Extension) Tramways Company 
and to authorise that Company to acquire 
and complete certain Tramways constructed 
under the Plymouth Devonport and District 
Tramways Act 1882 and to construct certain 
other Tramways in the county of Devon and 

for other purposes. 

liii.. An Act to revive the powers for the con- 
struction of a portion of the Railway autho- 
rised by the Rosebush and Fishguard Railway 
Act 1878 to authorise the North Pembroke- 
shire and Fishguard Railway Company to 
construct a deviation Railway and for other 


purposes. 
liv. An Act for conferring further powers on 
the Bridgewater Railway Company in rela- 
tion to their Undertaking and for other pur- 


ses. 

iv Aa Act to confer further powers upon the 

Neath Harbour Commissioners, to alter the 

Constitution of the Commissioners, and for 
other purposes. 
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